Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Research in Animal and Veterinary Sciences 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJRAVS_148523

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	CROSSBREEDING OF GERMAN BROWN x N’DAMA AT IBADAN – II - Reproductive performance of the purebreds and crossbreds

	Type of the Article
	Original Research 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.


	This manuscript contributes valuable insights into the reproductive performance of German Brown × N’Dama crossbred cattle, a topic of growing importance for livestock improvement programs in tropical regions. By evaluating multiple crossbreeding levels under real production conditions, the study provides evidence-based guidance for optimizing reproductive efficiency, herd productivity, and genetic adaptation. The findings help clarify which genetic combinations offer the best balance between productivity and environmental resilience, supporting decision-making for breeders, researchers, and policymakers. This work therefore advances understanding of sustainable cattle breeding strategies in challenging tropical environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title “Crossbreeding of German Brown x N’Dama – II: Reproductive performance of the purebreds and crossbreds” is informative but not fully suitable, because it does not explicitly mention the animal species (cattle) and can be clearer in highlighting the study’s focus.
	

	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 current abstract presents the main results clearly, but it is not fully comprehensive for publication standards. It focuses heavily on numerical results without providing adequate context, clarity, or structure. Important scientific elements are missing, and some sentences can be tightened for readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound, and the results align with established knowledge regarding the performance of crossbred cattle under tropical conditions. The reproductive differences observed between genotypes are logical and biologically credible, and the study provides valuable empirical evidence from a large dataset.
However, several aspects require clarification or refinement to strengthen scientific rigor. These include the need for clearer research hypotheses, more detailed justification of the statistical models—particularly considering repeated measures—and a more structured presentation of tables and results. Despite these points, the scientific foundation of the work is solid, and the conclusions are supported by the data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references included in the manuscript are not sufficient and not recent enough for publication in a contemporary scientific journal.
Most cited studies date from 1970–1990, with only a very small number of modern references (2025). Modern journals generally require a balanced reference list, with at least 30–40% of citations from the last 10 years to demonstrate engagement with current scientific knowledge.
	

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


	The English language of the manuscript is understandable, but it is not fully suitable for scholarly communication in its current form
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major ethical issues are apparent in this manuscript. The study relies on historical farm records and does not involve invasive procedures, experimental manipulation, or new animal trials. All data appear to originate from routine farm management practices and standard reproductive performance monitoring, which typically do not require formal animal ethics approval—especially when the data were collected decades ago as part of normal herd operations.
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