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Please write a few sentences regarding the importance | This manuscript will be helpful to veterinary professionals and researchers including
of this manuscript for the scientific community. Why do | students.
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Are subsections and structure of the manuscript Yes.

appropriate? Introduction part should be concised.

The authors are requested to correct the title of Table -3.

The authors are also instructed to strictly adhere with the journal format and instructions to
authors.

References be checked and cross checked thoroughly in the text and in list, and mention the
doi correctly if available.

Also remove old references (References before last 10 years are considered as old.)

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific The presented manuscript finds scientifically and technically correct and robust because the
correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that manuscript is describing the case reports or clinical reports in a robust scientific language,
this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically the technique of USG guided diagnosis, surgical intervention and post-operative care. The
sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required discussion and conclusion part is also properly mentioned.

for this part.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have References be checked and cross checked thoroughly in the text and in list, and mention the

suggestions of additional references, please mention doi correctly if available.

them in the review form. Also remove old references (References before last 10 years are considered as old.)
Minor REVISION comments Yes the manuscript can be published after minor corrections
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for
scholarly communications? Yes
Optional/General comments As mentioned in raws 4, 5 and 6.
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