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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 (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 manuscript has importance to the scientific community for determining the appropriate branding method, metal and amount of exposure time to be used for specific age groups in Indian cattle of Sahiwal.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	1. Though the objective of the study is visible in the title, but the abstract should also briefly mention about it, which is lacking here.

2. The design of experiment is poorly evident from the language used in the abstract with less informative description.

3. “Significant difference” has been mentioned multiple times, but between what has not been mentioned properly at places.

4. The conclusion or recommendation in the abstract is ambiguous and poor as compared to the results and discussions and conclusion section.

5. Instead of repeatedly mentioning “significant difference (p<xyz)” in the abstract, simplify it. The specific details of the p-values of significance can be kept in the results part.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	More or less, yes, but these are my observations:
1. Introduction, page no. 2, correct the sentence.: “Out of that ear notching is most offenly used in marking pigs”.
2. The progression of conditions, from branding till the legibility of the brand, can be briefly written in the introduction.
3. How is the legibility percentage of white hairs is being determined? Is it subjectively determined through eyes or any scientifically objective method is being used? How it is being done should be mentioned in the materials and methods part.

4. This thing belongs to introduction part instead of materials and methods part.: “Freeze branding experiments have primarily been conducted on exotic breeds, with no documented evidence for indigenous breeds such as Sahiwal. Additionally, there is no established data on the appropriate exposure time for freeze branding in Sahiwal cattle (Table 1). Therefore, this study aimed to observe the series of events after freeze branding thawing of skin, development of oedema, persistency of oedema, dryness of skin, scab formation and its persistency, appearance of white hairs and legibility of white hairs and develop a scoring system for selecting the most suitable metal at different exposure times across various age groups.”

5. Results and discussions: Table 2: “Values superscripted by different letters differed significantly from each other in a column” No superscripts found.

6. Page 9: persistency.. Please correct this typographical error.

7. Discussions of the results can be a bit more thorough (what can be the possible mechanism or reason for the results found in this study) instead of simply saying xyz et al. had also found this.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. Introduction section: “Despite limitations in other methods, hot branding is widely used in both organized and unorganized herds in India.” Is it really true? What is the reference?
2. Materials and methods: “While previous studies (Farrel et al., 1966 and Whitter et al., 1993) have assessed copper as a branding material, the present study focuses on comparing freeze branding using stainless steel and brass.” Aren’t there any new studies?
	

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


	Yes
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Pradyut Das, ICAR – National Dairy Research Institute, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

