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	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.


	Title of the manuscript should not reflected like research article 
IT SEEMS LIKE A REVIEW ARTICLE
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	NOT 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.


	  “managemental” → should be “management” (repeated multiple times).

  “period of kidding, season of kidding, sex of kid, type of birth and effect of clusters” → missing comma before “and”.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	YES 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	  Headings (like “Effect of period of Kidding”) should consistently capitalize either only the first word (“Effect of period of kidding”) or all important words (“Effect of Period of Kidding”).

  Tables: some labels are inconsistent (“S. S”, “M.S. S”). Standardize as “SS”, “MS”.

  References:

· Some references are incomplete (e.g., Mandakmale et al., 2015 has no journal/book details).

· APA formatting is inconsistent: “Indian J Small Rumin. 2013: 19(2):151-5” → should be Indian Journal of Small Ruminants, 19(2), 151–155.
· Thesis citation (Patil, 2009) is missing italics for thesis title.


	

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


	OK
	

	Optional/General comments


	  Introduction
· “this number comprises a significant portion” → better as “which comprises a significant portion”.

· “remarkably resilient, and grows steadily” → remove comma: “remarkably resilient and grows steadily”.

· “These factors may effect some early growth variation” → “may affect”.

· “sources of environmental variation is minimal” → should be “are minimal”.

  Materials and Methods
· Sentence: “The goats were managed under diverse rearing systems-extensive, semi-intensive, and intensive…” → replace hyphen with colon: “systems: extensive, semi-intensive, and intensive”.

· “The fixed effects that was considered are” → should be “were considered”.

· “three period” → should be “three periods”.

· “interaction between the fixed factor will not be considered” → should be “factors were not considered”.

  Statistical Analysis
· The equation description has inconsistent subscript indices (Ai, Bj, Ck, etc.). Check for correctness and consistency.

· “assume to be identically and independently distributed” → should be “assumed to be identically and independently distributed”.

· In Duncan’s test: “If the value was greater than then difference was considered…” → missing word; should be “…greater than the critical value, then the difference was considered significant.”
  Results & Discussion
· “factors-period of kidding” → should be “factors—period of kidding” (em dash).

· Sometimes you mention “significant (P < 0.05)” and earlier “highly significant (P < 0.01)”. Check consistency with tables.

· Repetitions: Many sections repeat “This observation is consistent with the findings of…” Try condensing.

  Conclusion
· “…importance of physiological and maternal environmental conditions…” → clearer as “…importance of physiological and maternal factors…”.
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