Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Biology & Biotechnology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JABB_144994

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Assessment of Growth and Reproductive performance of Black Bengal goat in field condition

	Type of the Article
	


	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.


	The study provides evidence that limited grazing combined with feed supplementation enhances growth, reproductive efficiency, and kid survival in Black Bengal goats. These results are relevant for researchers and farmers seeking sustainable strategies in small ruminant production.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Growth and Reproductive Performance of Black Bengal Goats under Semi-intensive Rearing 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.


	Wording is repetitive (“thirty six numbers of goats” → “36 goats”).

Statistical significance is mentioned (“non-significant”), but exact p-values are not provided.

Some results are restated without interpretation (e.g., “13.06 ± 0.45 kg was recorded”).

"Superior reproductive performance" should be supported with clearer statistics (puberty age, kidding interval, prolificacy rates).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Sample size (36 kids) is small, which may limit statistical power, Environmental factors (climate, forage quality) are not quantified and Lack of explicit statistical tests reduces confidence in the claims of “higher growth” or “superior reproductive performance. However, overall, the manuscript is scientifically correct in terms of study design, parameters measured, and interpretation. The observed trends are biologically plausible and supported by literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some very old references without recent updates.
	

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


	Frequent grammar errors (“nos of goats”, “growth rate… were obtained”).

Overuse of passive voice.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is scientifically sound and does not require major structural or experimental changes. Addressing the minor issues listed above should make it suitable for publication in a peer-reviewed journal 
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