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	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 of importance to the scientific community as it explores Momordica balsamina (Balsam apple), an underutilized tropical plant, as a potential feed ingredient for Uda rams. The study provides evidence that its inclusion up to 7.5% supports good carcass yield and dressing percentage without adverse effects. It contributes to the development of sustainable and low-cost feeding strategies for smallholder sheep farmers. The findings enhance understanding of how unconventional plant resources influence carcass characteristics in indigenous breeds. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is 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.


	The abstract need to be revised. The language grammar needs to be revised in abstract and other text as well. In abstract instead of ‘to evaluation of carcass, use ‘to evaluate carcass.
There is no 7.55% level as mentioned in abstract. It should be 7.5%.

Instead of treatment 1, 2, 3 etc. use diet fed 2.5%, 5% 7.5 % Balsam apple in abstract for easy understanding of readers.

The statement ‘The results shows that rams in treatment 4 had higher (P<0.05) body weight at slaughter and post slaughter weight compared to treatments 1 and 3’ does not give idea about treatment 2. Actually it is highest than other treatments. 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. The research is based on a clear objective, design CRD is used, and provides adequate statistical analysis to support its conclusions. The results are consistent with known physiological responses and comparable findings in related studies on alternative feed ingredients for small ruminants. Data presentation is logical and interpretable, reflecting proper experimental conduct. Minor refinements in language clarity and referencing of comparable studies properly would further enhance the scientific rigor and readability of the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Recent references are missing. The author should  include following similar references 
1. Response of Ewe to Graded Level of Balsam Apple (Mormodica balsamina) During Pregnancy and After LambingMikailu, M. M. a, Musa, B. M. a, Aljameel, K. Ma*, Maigandi, S. A. aand Ibrahim, S.; Journal of Advances in Biology & Biotechnology

2. Haematological Response of Rabbits to Graded Levels of Mormodica Balsamina L. (Balsam Apple) Maryam Mainasara Mikailu, Khalifa Muhammad Aljameel, Shehu Ahmed Maigandi, Nasiru Muhammad, Ibrahim Abubakar Anka
3. Performance and Carcass Characteristics of Rabbits Fed Graded Levels of Balsam Apple (Mormodica balsamina L); January 2016; International Journal of Livestock Research 6(5):1

 Further, some of the references viz., Ekiz, B, Gowda, S and Caneque, V need to be verified in text and reference list. There is either change of year or other mistake. 


	

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


	The language quality need improvement.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study presents valuable information on the potential of Momordica balsamina as an unconventional feed resource for Uda rams, contributing to sustainable and cost-effective small ruminant production. The experimental design and data interpretation are sound, and the findings are relevant to smallholder production systems. However, minor improvements in the manuscript’s language, formatting, and statistical presentation would enhance clarity. Inclusion of more recent references would strengthen the scientific depth. Overall, the manuscript is of good quality and suitable for publication after minor revision.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	NO. The ethical issues in this manuscript were not observed. 
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