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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.


	The manuscript addresses an important topic, yet several weaknesses limit its current scientific contribution. Although the assessment of genetic and performance variation across five indigenous breeds is relevant, the analysis lacks sufficient depth, and several methodological elements are not clearly justified. The interpretation of results is often superficial, with limited connection to the practical implications for breeding or conservation in semi-arid conditions. Greater clarity in trait definitions, data collection procedures, and statistical rigor is needed. Overall, the study has potential but requires substantial refinement before it is suitable for publication.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 clearly summarizes the study’s objectives, methodology, and key results. Including a brief statement on the relevance for climate-resilient and sustainable cattle breeding would enhance its completeness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is partially scientifically sound. The topic is relevant, but several methodological details lack clarity, and the analysis requires greater depth and rigor. The study has potential, yet significant improvements in methodology and interpretation are needed to meet solid scientific standards.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is generally relevant to the topic; however, several improvements are needed to meet scholarly and journal-specific standards. The authors should carefully recheck all references for completeness, accuracy, and consistency with the journal’s required citation style. 
	

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


	The manuscript is generally well written, with clear and professional language. A few areas—particularly within the discussion—could benefit from minor stylistic adjustments to improve flow and coherence.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Despite these shortcomings, the study has meaningful potential. With substantial revisions to strengthen methodological clarity, deepen the analysis, and improve the coherence between results and conclusions, the manuscript could make a valuable contribution to the field. At this stage, major revision is recommended before the manuscript can be considered for publication.
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