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	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 study provides critical, data-driven insights on optimising the breeding strategies for sustainable livestock production in tropical Africa. It identifies specific cross-bred genotypes that maximise hybrid vigor in terms of survival, reproduction and growth characteristics under stress. These findings provide valuable evidence for geneticists and breeding programs that aim to increase productivity while preserving the adaptability of the environment. Consequently, the article serves as an important reference for the development of resilient livestock systems in difficult climates.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, as it clearly and concisely indicates the main topic, the breeds concerned and the main focus of the research Its straightforward and descriptive format is suitable for the scientific public and allows the reader to grasp the scope of the article immediately.
	

	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.


	Yes, it's a comprehensive abstract. It effectively summarises the key elements of the overall article in a structured way.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically correct. It uses standard formulas, proper statistical adjustment, and clear data presentation. Its conclusions logically follow from the results, which are supported by relevant citations. Peer review of the comprehensive analysis and computations would be necessary for final validation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient in scope but not exhaustive. Although historically appropriate, these references are now obsolete by modern standards of publication. Inclusion of more recent studies (post 2015) would significantly strengthen the context of the document and demonstrate alignment with current scientific thinking.
	

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


	The manuscript is publishable in its entirety, but it needs extensive copy-editing and proofreading to correct grammatical errors, standardise terminology, and improve the language to meet the high formal standards of the international peer-reviewed journals.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No, But In order to comply with current publication standards, it would be best to include a brief statement regarding the use of animals. 
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