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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No title is not suitable the  title should be  is in  concise form and reflects the experimental aim, though the phrase “Room for Improvement?” could be softened for academic tone (e.g., “Evaluation and Optimization of an In-house Ovum Pick-Up Medium”).
	

	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 effectively introduces the study’s objective but should briefly describe the experimental design, including the number of OPU-IVEP sessions (1193) and donor cows (92).

· A clear mention of the statistical method (e.g., ANOVA) and that differences were not statistically significant (p > 0.05) is recommended for scientific clarity.

· The numerical comparison between trial and control groups (blastocyst rate 21.88% vs. 19.85%) should be explicitly linked to a statement on practical significance.

· The composition of the in-house media could be summarized in one concise phrase to help readers understand its basis without excessive technical detail.

· Add a one-line background on why high media costs limit ART adoption to strengthen the justification for the study.

· The conclusion sentence should highlight the broader impact — e.g., how this formulation could enhance the accessibility of ART for smallholder farmers.

· Avoid repetitive use of the terms “cost-effective” and “efficiency,” as they appear multiple times in close succession.

· Consider adding a brief note on future research directions (e.g., field validation, breed variation) to make the abstract more forward-looking.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Yes scientifically sound but need improvement
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Ensure uniform referencing style following AJMH guidelines.

· Eliminate identical entries (References 12 and 18).

· Include access dates for online or institutional sources.

· Italicize all journal names and ensure complete bibliographic details.
	

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


	Minor corrections required
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study presents a relevant and innovative approach for reducing ART costs in bovine reproduction and has strong potential for improving reproductive biotechnology accessibility in developing regions. However, minor structural, methodological, and formatting improvements are required before publication. 
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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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