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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.


	Manuscript deals with validation of a rapid diagnostic kit for pregnancy. It is very important to have a rapid kit for early diagnosis as it saves time and money of the animal owner. Also it can give results in a non-invasive way in contrast rectal palpation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	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.


	Results need to be included in the abstract. Also, grammatical mistakes and writing need improvement.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Work is scientifically correct; however, manuscript is not written in an orderly manner. Flow is missing, especially in materials and methods section.
	

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

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


	Need much improvement
	

	Optional/General comments


	Need serious re-writing. 
More details about Kit are required.

Improve the flow of methodology of the manuscript.

Fig 2,3 and 4 are not required as they provide repeat information of the table.
Table under “List 1 : Important events during the early embryonic period (Morris and Diskin, 2008 and  Hafez, 1993)” is not required in the material methods

Manuscript says ‘The kits could be used for the early detection of pregnancy,  but recommended for the early pregnancy diagnosis on day 32,  which gave accurate results.” (the results are more accurate at day 36)

Please check how the total animals become 142 in the table. There seems some misrepresentation of data
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