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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	1. Review the numbering of the titles in the introduction.

1 becomes  1.1 

2 becomes 1.2 

3 becomes 1.3

4 becomes 1.4 
And add 1.5 at Integration with Experimental Goals 


	

	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.


	2. Abstract: Please respect the aims, methods, results and conclusion.

3. Do not use the term “Synergy” mentioned in:
- Keywords (Synergism)

- 3. Safety-Driven Avoidance of Extreme Dosing (Synergistic toxicity)  
- 1. First Dual-Sex Hormonal Optimization in Rabbits (synergistic interaction)

Because synergy implies that two molecules act together, in the same organism, to produce a combined effect. This therefore requires direct or indirect interaction between the two molecules within the same biological environment. You have injected eCG in females and TE in males, the use of the term "synergy" is considered inappropriate. In this context, it would be more accurate to speak of "synchronized treatments" or "complementary treatments," but not synergy. 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	4. In 2.1 Methodology 
Specify the number of animals in each group.

5. At the end of the paragraph in 2.2 Experimental Groups, put table 1 in parentheses.

6. In paragraph of 2.3 Mating Protocol, “ post-mating, pregnancy is monitored, and repeat matings after weaning (21–28 days) assess reproductive efficiency”. Repetition already mentioned above, third sentence. Paragraph needs to be revised.
7. Put Table 2 title in bold.

8. Put Table 2 and Table 3 in the results chapter.

9. Where is the graph for the KN1 and KN2 data? It would be helpful to add it.


10.  Review the table 5, the values have shifted.

11. In discussion:
This study clearly shows that using hormonal treatments, specifically 20 IU of eCG for female rabbits and 8 IU of testosterone enanthate (TE) for males, can significantly improve reproduction in rabbits. The best outcomes came from the D4×B4 group, where the highest number of kits was recorded, especially during the second mating, reaching an average of 8.89 kits. 
The reasoning is not entirely correct because the higher number is obtained with D4xB3 after the first mating and with D4xB4 after the second mating.

12. Figure 1 : should be in the results, not in the discussion and add punctuation at the end of its title.

Just recall the results in the discussion.

13.  in paragraph of 2. Precision Dosing to Resolve Efficacy-Toxicity Trade-Offs

High eCG doses (>25 IU) caused ovarian hyper stimulation and embryonic loss while TE >10 IU suppressed sperm production [56]. Novel contribution (20 IU eCG + 4–8 IU TE) that Maximizes superovulation without uterine overcrowding Avoids hepatic stress (normal ALT/AST levels) Maintains kit weight (478g at 7 days vs. 188g in controls).
- It is imperative to include references to this text because these are not your results, you did not study liver toxicity nor conduct a analysis on the uterus. Otherwise, you are only suggesting.

- 188g are not in controls because it is about D2 x B3 and B3 are received testosterone at 4 IU.
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