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	Reviewer’s comment


	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community because it documents an uncommon presentation of Transmissible Venereal Tumor (TVT) in its cutaneous form, which broadens the known clinical spectrum of this contagious neoplasm. By providing evidence on an extragenital case, it helps improve veterinarians' diagnostic ability when facing atypical nodular lesions. Furthermore, it reaffirms the effectiveness of vincristine treatment in non-genital manifestations, providing scientific support for clinical practice. This report strengthens the existing literature and promotes the inclusion of TVT in the differential diagnosis of canine dermatological diseases.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I consider the title of the article to be appropriate.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	I suggest adding the objective in the abstract, for example, “The objective of this report is to describe an unusual cutaneous presentation of Transmissible Venereal Tumor and its response to treatment with vincristine”. Additionally, I suggest avoiding the use of abbreviations, both in the abstract and in the keywords; it is necessary to keep the full names of the abbreviated terms.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically accurate and properly structured.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I consider the references are sufficient; however, I suggest updating them even further.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	I consider that the language/English quality of the article is adequate for academic communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I suggest adding the objective in the “Introduction” section; I recommend the previously proposed objective as an example for the “Abstract” section.

I recommend analyzing the bibliographic citations, within the brackets, regarding the separation between the numbers, as in some cases they appear separated by commas and in others by dots. It is necessary to maintain consistency, so I consider it appropriate to apply the separation established in the journal’s guidelines.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

I consider there are no ethical issues in this manuscript.
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