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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 addresses a topic of significant importance for sustainable goat production, particularly in regions like India where small ruminants are crucial for livelihoods. The study provides valuable, applied data on the benefits of probiotic supplementation during the critical periparturient period for a specific local breed, the Osmanabadi goat. The findings demonstrate clear improvements in doe health, kid growth, and milk quality, along with a positive economic analysis, offering a practical and economically viable strategy for farmers to enhance productivity and profitability. The research fills a knowledge gap for this specific breed and provides evidence-based recommendations for nutritional management.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable as it accurately reflects the content of the study. However, it could be slightly refined for precision. The phrase "Performance of Does and Their Kids" is broad. A more specific alternative could be: "Effect of Probiotic Supplementation to Osmanabadi Does During the Periparturient Period on Maternal Body Weight, Colostrum and Milk Quality, and Kid Growth Performance." This change more directly signals the key variables measured.

	

	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 is comprehensive but can be improved. Suggestions: 1) Add a sentence on the experimental design right after mentioning the groups, e.g., "The study followed a completely randomized design (CRD) for 120 days..." 2) Specify the key statistical outcome. Instead of "significantly improved," consider "significantly (P<0.05) improved body weight gain..." 3) Mention the economic finding more concretely. Instead of "maximum returns," state "lowered the cost per kg body weight gain," which is more specific. The keywords are appropriate.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound, with a clear objective, appropriate methodology, and well-presented results. However, there are areas for improvement:
1. Introduction: The justification is good, but the flow is slightly disrupted by long sentences and minor grammatical errors (e.g., "Maternal Neutrition," "foetus," "Intake"). These should be corrected for better readability.
2. Materials and Methods: The description of the probiotic product itself is vague. It should include the total CFU/g or CFU/day for each strain. The statistical model used in the CRD analysis should be stated.
3. Results and Discussion: The results are clearly presented in tables. However, the discussion, while referencing relevant literature, is largely descriptive and could delve deeper into the physiological mechanisms (e.g., how probiotics might improve rumen health and nutrient partitioning) behind the observed effects.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant but could be more current. Several key citations are from 2005-2016. Including more recent studies (from the last 5 years) would strengthen the literature review and demonstrate the ongoing relevance of the research.

	

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


	The language is generally understandable but requires thorough proofreading to correct grammatical errors, punctuation, and improve sentence fluency. Examples: "Eighteen Pregnant healthy... was selected" (subject-verb agreement), "foetus" (use consistent US/UK English, 'fetus' is more common), "Neutrition" (should be "Nutrition"), inconsistent use of commas. It is recommended to have the manuscript professionally edited or carefully reviewed by a native English speaker.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents solid, valuable research but requires Major Revision to address issues in language, methodological detail (probiotic CFU), statistical model description, depth of discussion, and reference updating. The core science is sound and repairable.
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