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	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 because it documents a rare extragenital (cutaneous) presentation of canine transmissible venereal tumor (TVT), which can be easily misdiagnosed in clinical practice. It increases awareness among veterinarians to include TVT in the differential diagnosis of multifocal skin nodules, especially in dogs with prior genital involvement. The report also reinforces the diagnostic value of cytology and confirms the high therapeutic efficacy of vincristine in atypical presentations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Partially suitable. It reflects the content but is overly generic and lacks emphasis on extragenital/autoinoculation aspect.

Recommendation=>

Suggested alternative title’Generalized Cutaneous Transmissible Venereal Tumor Following Suspected Autoinoculation in a German Shepherd Dog: A Case Report’. This better indicates the unique clinical feature.
	

	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.


	The abstract includes background, diagnosis, treatment, and outcome. However, it is verbose, repetitive, and contains speculative conclusions (autoinoculation not definitively proven.

Recommendation=>

1. Shorten and make more concise. 

2. Avoid overstatements such as ‘complete clinical cure’ unless long-term follow-up is documented. 

3. Clarify duration of follow-up.

 4. Avoid definitive claim of autoinoculation unless histopathology or molecular confirmation supports it. 

5. Remove redundant phrases like ‘exceptional efficacy.’
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically acceptable in principle, but with some concerns.

Recommendation=>

1. Autoinoculation is hypothesized but not proven, should be stated as ‘presumed’ or ‘suspected’ 

2. No mention of differential diagnoses (mast cell tumor, histiocytoma, lymphoma, plasmacytoma). 

3. No hematological evaluation prior to chemotherapy mentioned. 

4. Ocular blindness description lacks ophthalmic diagnostics (fluorescein test? IOP? fundic exam?). 

5. Long-term follow-up duration not reported. 

6. Figures not adequately described or referenced properly in text formatting.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Moderate but limited. Majority are between 2014–2021. No very recent (2022–2024) updates. No very recent (2022–2024) updates.

Recommendation=>

Add recent reviews on TVT molecular biology and treatment outcomes (2022–2024). Include more high-impact journal citations if available. Ensure all in-text citations correspond numerically and are correctly formatted. Some citation numbers appear inconsistent. Correct referencing style per journal guidelines.
	

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


	No. The manuscript contains excessive verbosity, redundancy, grammatical errors, inconsistent punctuation, spacing problems, and formatting issues.

Suggestion=>

Requires professional English editing. Shorten long sentences. Remove repetitive adjectives (marked and pronounced regression). Correct formatting of headings, figure legends, and references. Ensure consistency in terminology (CTVT vs TVT). Remove exaggerated phrasing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a clinically relevant and interesting case; however, it requires substantial language editing and structural refinement before publication. The discussion should be more concise and avoid over-interpretation, particularly regarding the presumed autoinoculation. Inclusion of differential diagnoses, clearer figure formatting, and information on follow-up duration would strengthen the scientific quality of the report.
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No major ethical concerns identified, but clarification required.

The case report does not mention owner consent for publication or institutional ethical approval. Although case reports often do not require full ethical committee approval, a statement confirming informed owner consent for treatment and publication (including images) should be added.
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