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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	The study on "Performance Evaluation of Stainless Steel and Brass Metal for Freeze Branding in Sahiwal Cattle" holds significant importance for the scientific community, particularly in livestock management and animal identification. Freeze branding is a permanent and welfare-friendly method for cattle identification, crucial for breed conservation, performance recording and traceability. Evaluating the efficacy of stainless steel and brass metal for freeze branding in Sahiwal cattle, a heat-tolerant and high-milk-yielding indigenous breed, provides valuable insights into optimizing branding techniques for better visibility, reduced tissue damage and long-term effectiveness. The findings of this research can aid veterinarians, livestock scientists and dairy farmers in selecting the most efficient branding material, ultimately contributing to improved cattle management, record-keeping accuracy and genetic selection programs.
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	Yes, the title of the article is 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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Add more relevant references in the results and discussion section. 


	

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


	Yes, the language of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Enhance the conclusion to make it more precise and clearer. 

Add more relevant references in the results and discussion section. 

Include the missing references (Keys et al., 1977; Snedecor, 1994; Steel & Torrie, 1984; Whittier, 1993). 

Differentiate the two Nandanwar et al., 2017 references by adding 'a' and 'b'.
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