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	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 minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This study enhances freeze branding efficiency in Sahiwal cattle by comparing stainless steel and brass metals. It provides practical guidelines for optimal exposure times, ensuring better readability with minimal skin damage. The findings benefit veterinarians, farmers, and researchers in improving cattle identification and management.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Looks suitable
	

	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 is well-structured but could be more concise. Stating the research objective upfront and summarizing key findings without excessive statistical details would improve clarity. Emphasizing the study’s practical significance in freeze branding efficiency for Sahiwal cattle would also enhance its impact.
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	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Need to add more references in the introduction part and also need to use more recent or update references.
	

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


	The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication but could be refined for better readability and clarity. Some sentences are lengthy and complex, which may affect comprehension. Minor grammatical adjustments and improved conciseness would enhance the overall quality.
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