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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 (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 is a significant contribution to the field of animal science, especially for researchers and professionals working in animal breeding, husbandry technology and feeding systems. It provides a well-structured and comprehensive overview of how ICTs are transforming traditional livestock production through tools such as genomic breeding platforms, precision feeding systems, automated housing control and health monitoring devices. The discussion of breeding value prediction, the application of bioinformatics and the integration of real-time data in reproductive and nutritional management is particularly relevant for genetic improvement programs. By highlighting both practical innovations and systemic challenges (such as infrastructure gaps and digital literacy), the manuscript offers valuable insights for the development of sustainable and efficient livestock production systems. Its interdisciplinary scope and global perspective make it highly relevant for advancing the integration of technology into breeding and management strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally appropriate as it reflects the main thrust of the manuscript. However, a slightly more refined version could make it more precise and interesting. Recommended version: “Integrating ICT into Livestock Production and Management: A Comprehensive Review.” This title retains the original meaning while emphasizing the broad and in-depth analysis provided in the manuscript.
	

	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.


	The abstract is comprehensive and well structured. It clearly outlines the scope, key findings and issues. A minor improvement could be to simplify some sentences to make the text more concise and focused. It would be good to add a clearer concluding statement that reflects the practical relevance and future research needs of the scientific and agricultural communities.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. The information is well supported by relevant and up-to-date references, and the arguments are consistent with current knowledge in the field.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient, relevant, and mostly recent. About 74% of the cited sources are from the last five years (2020–2024), indicating that the manuscript is well supported by relevant literature and reflects current advances in the field. Additional references are not required.
	

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


	The language of the manuscript is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication. I cannot provide a completely objective assessment of the quality of the language. Light professional proofreading could further improve the fluency and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript provides a thorough and well-structured overview of the application of ICT in livestock production and management. It offers valuable information for researchers, practitioners and policymakers. Minor improvements could include some streamlining of the abstract and ensuring consistent formatting of subheadings and references. Overall, this is a valuable and timely contribution to the field.
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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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