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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 minimumof 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This manuscript addresses an important gap in veterinary and gastrointestinal research by exploring the immunological response in dogs with food-associated diarrhea, a condition with growing clinical relevance. Understanding intestinal cytokine patterns can provide insights into the pathophysiology of gastrointestinal disorders and the potential mechanisms behind probiotic therapies. Although the study found no direct link between cytokine modulation and clinical improvement, it contributes valuable data that challenge assumptions and prompt further investigation into the complex host-microbe interactions in canine health. The findings underscore the need for more comprehensive studies to establish reliable conclusions about the efficacy of probiotics in veterinary medicine.
	

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

	The current title, “Isolation and Characterization of Canine-specific Lactic Acid Bacteria from Fecal and Oral Samples of Dogs,” is generally clear and descriptive. It accurately reflects the core methodology and subject of the study. However, it could be improved by emphasizing the study’s relevance or application, particularly in relation to canine gut health or probiotic development. A suggested alternative title might be: “Characterization of Canine-derived Lactic Acid Bacteria from Fecal and Oral Sources: Potential for Probiotic Use in Dog Health.”
	

	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 provides a general overview of the study's objectives, methods, and findings. However, it is currently too detailed and contains redundant or overly specific information that may be more appropriate for the methods or results sections. I recommend streamlining the abstract to enhance clarity and focus. For example, it would be beneficial to clearly state the study’s main aim at the beginning, summarize the methodology more concisely, and focus on the key results and their scientific relevance. Additionally, the abstract should end with a brief concluding sentence highlighting the significance or potential applications of the findings, especially regarding the development of canine-specific probiotics. Eliminating excessive numerical detail (e.g., specific CFU/ml counts) and refining grammar and structure would further improve readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents scientifically relevant work on the isolation and characterization of canine-specific lactic acid bacteria; however, there are some concerns regarding clarity, structure, and depth of analysis. While the general methodology appears appropriate, the manuscript lacks adequate detail in describing experimental controls and statistical analysis, which are essential for validating the scientific rigor of the study. Additionally, some claims particularly regarding probiotic efficacy and antibiotic susceptibility require stronger evidence and more precise interpretation. Clarifying these aspects would significantly strengthen the scientific validity of the manuscript.

	

	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 sufficient and cover a broad range of relevant studies on probiotic strains in canines. However, several of the sources are relatively dated, with many references from the early 2000s. It would strengthen the manuscript to include more recent literature (from the last 5–7 years) on canine-specific probiotics, especially studies using modern molecular characterization techniques and clinical trials assessing their efficacy. Including newer systematic reviews or meta-analyses would also provide a more comprehensive and up-to-date context for the study.
	

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

	
The language and English quality of the article require improvement to meet scholarly communication standards. While the general meaning is understandable, there are frequent grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and inconsistent sentence structures that may hinder clarity. Editing for grammar, punctuation, and scientific tone is recommended to ensure that the manuscript is professionally presented and easily comprehensible to an academic audience. A thorough language review by a native English speaker or professional editor is advised.

	

	Optional/Generalcomments

	The topic of isolating and characterizing canine-specific lactic acid bacteria is timely and relevant, given the increasing interest in species-specific probiotics in veterinary medicine. The study presents valuable preliminary data; however, improvements in language quality, organization, and clarity of methodology are necessary to enhance the overall impact of the manuscript. Including a clearer rationale, well-defined objectives, and stronger discussion of the findings in the context of existing literature would significantly improve the manuscript. I recommend a thorough revision before consideration for publication.
	



	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? 

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