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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 chapter provides a valuable information to the field of veterinary surgery, particularly in the treatment of coxofemoral luxation in dogs. The use of handmade toggle pins is innovative and could be particularly useful in resource-limited settings.and this is well-organized and provides a detailed account of the case, making it a useful  for veterinarians and researchers. However, it could be improved by addressing the limitations of the study and providing more aids to enhance understanding.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes , It provides a good overview of the technique used and the specific case being discussed.
	

	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.

	No, It includes the case history, methodology, results, and conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes  , overall is good.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Some references are cited in the text but are not included in the reference list (e.g., Rocheleau, 2018 is mentioned in the discussion but not listed in the references). This should be corrected for completeness.
 it could benefit from the inclusion of more recent literature (post-2020) to ensure the chapter reflects the latest advancements in the field.
	

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

	In generall is good , but there are a few minor errors and awkward phrasings that could be improved. For example:

-Dog was fasted for twelve hours and withheld water for six hours could be rephrased to The dog was fasted for twelve hours and water was withheld for six hours.

-Dog received pelvic bandage and Robert jones bandage could be rephrased to The dog received a pelvic bandage and a Robert Jones bandage.




	

	Optional/General comments

	
This chapter is goody-written and provides a detailed  of a novel surgical technique for the treatment of coxofemoral luxation in dogs. 
But this chapter need to Improvement for example more critical analysis of the study's limitations and potential areas for future research, the reference list includes the most recent studies (post-2020), Include radiographic images, diagrams, the objective or hypothesis of the study more explicit in the introduction.


	



	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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