Reviewer A:

Comments for the author:
        
In my opinion the case of emhpysematous pyometra in a bitch is nicely and
interestingly presented, however the article needs some revisions, as
follows:
1.      It needs editing by a native English speaker.
Answer: 
I made the suggested changes by the reviewers to my manuscript. The spelling and grammar has been already revised by a specialized company. It was recommended to have the document revised by a native English-speaker. if the editor considers it necessary, it won’t be a problem for me to resend it for further grammar and spelling revision. 
In addition, the manuscript was revised in grammatical and spelling by an English-speaker
Review 2.      Minor corrections: 
1.      In the title, Emphysematous should be written with lowercase “e”: changed as suggested
2.      All abbreviations should be explained with the first use and later only
abbreviations should be used throughout the text (e.g. you don’t have
explanations of CBC,MCH, VCm etc in the results, you use both “SIRS” the
full “systemic inflammatory response syndrome” etc): changed as suggested
3.      Sometimes you use  Hafnia “palvei” (keywords) and sometimes
“paralvei”. Mention the former name just at first, later use the new
name throughout the whole text, you don’t have to repeat what it used to
be called. changed as suggested

4.      You state that there are only 5 reports (summary) and that there are only
6 reports (introduction) of emph. Pyometra: changed as suggested

5.      State the purpose of the paper at the end of the introduction. I have written: The aim of this study is to present a rare case of an emphysematous pyometra in a bitch, in which was isolated Hafnia paralvei.

3.      Revisions of the content:
1.      State if Hafnia was identified in the uterine fluid in pure culture or if
there were any other isolates: Hafnia paralvei was recovered in pure culture of the uterine fluid.
2.      In discussion you state that “Patients with SIRS can be
identified..”. State which patients, because criteria for SIRS are
different for people, dogs, cats… Furthermore, change the reference,
because the reference stated is for an article regarding canine pyometra.
There are different criteria for SIRS and you should specifically mention
which primary authors you cited for these criteria: changed as suggested
3.      Explain reason for lekemoid reaction. I wrote: In the same form that another inflammatory conditions, pyometra stimulating the formation of cytokines such granulocyte colony stimulating factor and granulocyte/macrophage colony stimulanting factor. This cytokines, stimulating granulopoiesis because promote release of neutophils in the bone marrow (25).
4.      In discussion the part about Hafnia not being common, being isolated from
equine abortion etc is almost exact copy of the sentence from the
introduction. It is not necessary to repeat already known facts, stated in
the introductions, as a part of the discussion, especially if you don’t
compare these facts with your case: changed as suggested
5.      There are really too many references, please limit them to about 20-25.
I have reduced the references as much as possible. The final manuscript was with 37 references, of which two are new (marked in red). These new references are for explanations of SIR and the leukemoid reaction
6.      Omit Table 1 from the text, beause it doesn’t add any important content
to the report. changed as suggested.
To the editor:
The author Macias-García asks you please to make a change in the address and place ascribed
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