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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (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 manuscript titled "Vanadium Supplementation Improves Growth Efficiency in Growing Murrah Buffalo Calves" explores a timely and relevant topic, with promising implications for buffalo nutrition. The paper is written in a generally clear manner, and the findings are of potential interest to researchers in animal nutrition and physiology. However, there are several issues that need to be addressed before the manuscript can be accepted:


	

	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.


	Abstract:

Briefly explain the significance of vanadium in ruminant nutrition.

Mention the sex of the buffalo calves used in the study.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Length and Scope:

The manuscript appears very brief, evaluating only three parameters. It may be more appropriate as a Short Communication, though this decision is at the discretion of the editor.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Update the data on buffaloes’ contribution to total milk yield and meat production using latest available figures from APEDA (e.g., 2020 or newer).

Revise the reference list to include more recent literature where possible, replacing or supplementing outdated references (e.g., 1963, 1972).


	

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript may be considered for Short Communication following minor to moderate revisions as noted above. If the authors choose to expand on the discussion and provide more detailed methodological descriptions, it could be evaluated as a full-length article.
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