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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 study addresses an important issue (anestrus in Zebu cattle) and evaluates a practical solution (CIDR protocol) under field conditions. The experimental design (CIDR + GnRH/PGF2α, FTAI) is appropriate for assessing estrus synchronization. Key parameters (estrus response, conception rate, progesterone levels) are well-chosen.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is not bad but I suggest: "Comparative Efficacy of CIDR-Based Estrus Synchronization in Post-Partum Anestrus Gir and Ongole Cows under Field Conditions"
	

	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.


	Comments for Abstract: 

The study addresses an important issue (anestrus in Zebu cattle) and evaluates a practical solution (CIDR protocol) under field conditions. The objective is clearly stated.

The experimental design (CIDR + GnRH/PGF2α, FTAI) is appropriate for assessing estrus synchronization. Key parameters (estrus response, conception rate, progesterone levels) are well-chosen. High estrus induction (100%) and conception rates (94–100%) are compelling findings. The inclusion of progesterone data adds mechanistic insight.

For improve: The phrase "under field conditions" appears twice in the first two sentences. Consider merging: "This study evaluates the efficacy of a CIDR-based estrus synchronization protocol in post-partum anestrus Gir and Ongole cows under field conditions in Nalgonda district, Telangana, to improve reproductive outcomes."
The second sentence in aim ("Aiming to improve...") is grammatically incomplete. Revise to: "The study aimed to improve reproductive efficiency by addressing anestrus, a major cause of infertility in Indian Zebu cattle, which prolongs calving intervals and lowers fertility rates."


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically valid but would benefit from:

1. Clarifying statistical methods (e.g., tests used for breed comparisons).

2. Discussing limitations (sample size, field constraints).

3. Adding ethical approval and progesterone reference values.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Comments for Introduction: 

It Clearly establishes the problem (anestrus in Zebu cattle) and its economic impact (extended calving intervals, reduced fertility) and Highlights the importance of Gir and Ongole breeds, emphasizing their resilience and production potential.

Please cites key studies (e.g., Roche 1992, Pursley 1995, McDougall 2010) to justify hormonal interventions and CIDR use and identifies a research gap: lack of CIDR protocol studies in native breeds. 

Be careful: the claim "no research has been conducted on CIDR in native breeds" is strong and overscale. If true, emphasize it; otherwise, soften it to "limited studies exist."

Clarify how progesterone supplementation prevents premature estrus (e.g., by suppressing LH pulses).

Specify why CIDR was chosen over other progesterone devices (e.g., ease of use, cost).

Comments for Materials and Methods: 

In Study Design & Protocol section; Clearly describes the CIDR synchronization protocol (timing of GnRH, PGF2α, and FTAI). Includes key details: hormone doses (e.g., 10 µg Buserelin acetate), CIDR duration (8 days), and FTAI timing (16 hours post-GnRH). I suggest some subtitles for this section include: 

"Animals, Hormonal Protocol, and Data Collection" (Highlights key components)

"Study Population and CIDR Synchronization Protocol" (Focuses on cattle and intervention)

"Experimental Animals, Estrus Synchronization, and Laboratory Analysis" (Detailed breakdown)

Specify parity (e.g., primiparous vs. multiparous) and lactation status, as these affect reproductive response.

Define "good quality frozen-thawed semen" (e.g., motility >40%, viability >70%).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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