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The Editor must ensure that the OJVR publishes only papers which are scientifically sound. To achieve this objective, the referees are requested to assist the Editor by making an assessment of a paper submitted for publication by: 

(a)  Writing a report on the reverse side of this form, 
(b} Check the boxes shown below under 1. and  2. ( YES or NO) [N.B.A "NO" assessment must be 
       supported by specific comment in the report. 
(c)  Make a recommendation under 3. 

The Editor-in-Chief would appreciate hearing from any referee who feels that he/she will be unable to review a manuscript within two weeks. 

1. CRITERIA FOR JUDGEMENT (Mark "Yes" or "No"). 
  

Is the work scientifically sound? Y
Is the work an original contribution? Y
Are the conclusions justified on the evidence presented? NC
Is the work free of major errors in fact, logic or technique? NC
Is the paper clearly and concisely written? N
Do you consider that the data provided on the care and use of animals (See Instructions to Contributors) is sufficient to establish that the animals used in the experiments were well looked after, that care was taken to avoid distress, and that there was no unethical use of animals? Yes Ethics approved by University

2  PRESENTATION (Mark "Yes" or "No"). 
  

Does the title clearly indicate the content of the paper? N
Does the abstract convey the essence of the article? N
Are all the tables essential? Y
Are the figures and drawings of good quality? Y
Are the illustrations necessary for an understanding of the text? Y
Is the labelling adequate? Y
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Not suitable for publication in the OJVR 
Reassess after major changes X
Accept for publication with minor changes   
Accept for publication without changes 

4.REPORT:. Authors  The reviewer expressed concern about the lack of p63 results in text or in Table 2. Please provide the p63 antigen test results in text. The paper was poooly written and described and thus required major text changes.The file constitutes the review process in this case. Please return the same file with your corrections/comments 

We would like to resubmit the manuscript entitled “Malignant adenomyo-epithelioma in a feline mammary gland”, for the appreciation of the editorial board of the Online Journal of Veterinary Research.

REPLY
All changes suggested by the reviewer were accepted, with the exception of one. Unfortunately, we suggest that the altered phrase "Histological analysis was done due to a predominance of myoepithelial components and insufficient invasive epithelial areas (Figure1B)", located at the end of the third paragraph of the case report section, should be changed to “Histological grade was not possible to be obtained due to the predominance of the malignant myoepithelial component and insufficient invasive epithelial areas, which are necessary for such analysis.”. We can rewrite or even exclude the phrase if it is still unclear. We were commenting on histological grade analysis, an important prognostic factor in human breast cancer, first described by Elston and Ellis (1991 / 1998 – reference below) that evaluates malignant invasive epithelial mammary neoplasms, and not histological analysis as altered by the reviewer. We have evidenced the section through a comment in the text. 

In addition, we have added a phrase in order to better describe the immune-histochemical  p63 antigen test results, as requested by the reviewer, in the fifth paragraph of the case report.

Reference: Elston CW, Ellis IO. Assessment of histological grade. In: Elston CW, Ellis IO (3rd  ed). Systemic Pathology: The breast. Pp 365-384. Churchill Livingstone, London, England, 1998.

