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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.


	The current title is understandable but can be improved for clarity and scientific precision.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“Clinico-Pathological Findings of Transitional Cell Carcinoma in a Beagle Dog: A Case Report”


	

	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 the main clinical and diagnostic findings but requires improvement in clarity and structure. Excess procedural details should be reduced, and the focus should be on background, key diagnostic findings, and clinical significance. A stronger concluding statement emphasizing the importance of early diagnosis and the role of cytology and imaging is recommended.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The abstract includes the primary clinical presentation and diagnostic findings; however, it is not fully comprehensive in its current form. It contains excessive procedural details (such as catheter size, exact air volume, and staining ratios), which can be reduced to improve clarity and conciseness. The abstract should be restructured to briefly include background information, key radiographic and cytological findings, and a clear concluding statement emphasizing the clinical importance of early diagnosis of transitional cell carcinoma. Strengthening the concluding sentence to highlight the diagnostic value of urine cytology and contrast radiography would improve its scientific impact and readability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are generally relevant and include important foundational studies on canine transitional cell carcinoma. However, the manuscript would benefit from inclusion of a few more recent references (within the last 5–7 years), particularly related to updated diagnostic methods such as BRAF mutation testing and current treatment approaches. Adding 2–3 recent review or research articles would strengthen the scientific support and discussion.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript require improvement. Several grammatical errors, improper sentence constructions, and inconsistencies in tense usage are present throughout the text. Professional English language editing is recommended to enhance clarity, readability, and suitability for scholarly communication.
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