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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 practical and significant question in ruminant nutrition: optimizing the delivery method of an essential trace mineral. By directly comparing feed-based with water-based selenium supplementation in a locally important breed, the Uda ram, the study provides valuable applied data for smallholder livestock production systems, particularly in regions such as Sub-Saharan Africa, where mineral deficiencies are common.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable but can be more precise. The term "SYNTHETIC SELENIUM" is clear, but "ROUT" is a misspelling of "ROUTE." Furthermore, listing all measured parameters makes it lengthy.
Suggested Alternative Title: "Effects of Supplemental Selenium Source (Feed vs. Water) on Hematology, Serum Biochemistry, and Stress Biomarkers in Uda Rams."


	

	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 contains the critical dosage error ("12 g/kg"), which must be corrected to "12 mg/kg." Otherwise, it effectively summarizes the study's design, key findings, and conclusions.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

	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 sufficient and includes a mix of foundational and more recent works
	

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


	The language is generally understandable but requires thorough proofreading and editing to meet the standard for scholarly communication. Issues include:

· Typographical Errors: "Rout" for "Route," "haemoglobin concentration counts."

· Awkward Phrasing/ Grammar: Inconsistent tenses, redundant expressions (e.g., "was used to deworm the animals").

· Formatting Issues: Irregular line breaks, especially in the Methods section.
Professional language editing is recommended to enhance clarity, flow, and professionalism.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a promising applied research study with a strong practical foundation. The authors have collected an impressive and relevant dataset. The paramount priority for revision is the correction of the selenium dosage. Addressing the other noted issues regarding methodology description, data consistency, and language will significantly elevate the manuscript's quality, credibility, and readiness for publication. 
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