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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 (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 case report describes the successful surgical correction of unilateral prolapse of the third eyelid gland (cherry eye) in a young Beagle dog using Morgan’s Pocket Technique. It is important for the veterinary field as it reinforces the preference for gland preserving techniques over excision, which helps prevent long term dry eye which is very serious complication. The detailed step surgical description, including anesthesia protocol, suturing, and postoperative care, provides practical guidance for practicing veterinarians, especially in resource limited instruments.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and descriptive

	

	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.


	There is a contradiction in the dog's age - 5 month old in the abstract vs 6 month old in the case history section.
The duration of signs is also inconsistent - since 3 days in abstract vs three-month history in case history. 

Suggestions: Need to write standardization of age 6 month old because it matches with clinical description

Use chronic duration (3 months old swollen mass) in abstract better to reflect presentation 

	

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

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes all 11 references sufficient 
	

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


	The English is understandable 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Strengthen the discussion by noting that 12 day followup is short, many studies report outcomes in between 1 to 12 months.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	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 ethical issues.
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