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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 provides a comprehensive and integrative review of cranial appendages in artiodactyls, synthesizing evolutionary, anatomical, physiological, and biomechanical perspectives across all major headgear types. By comparing horns, antlers, ossicones, and pronghorns within a single evolutionary framework, it highlights both shared developmental origins and functional divergence, addressing gaps in fragmented literature. The detailed discussion on antler regeneration and skin–bone interactions is particularly valuable for advancing translational research in bone biology, regenerative medicine, and comparative pathology. Overall, this review serves as a consolidated reference for zoologists, veterinarians, evolutionary biologists, and biomedical researchers, fostering cross-disciplinary insights into one of the most distinctive morphological innovations in mammals.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title “CRANIAL APPENDAGES OF ARTIODACTYLS: A REVIEW” is suitable, as it clearly and accurately represents the scope and content of the manuscript in a straightforward manner.


	

	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, the abstract is generally comprehensive and clearly summarizes the major types of cranial appendages in artiodactyls along with their structural and functional significance. It effectively highlights the diversity of horns, antlers, ossicones, and pronghorns and briefly introduces the relevance of antler regeneration to biomedical research.
A few minor improvements could strengthen the abstract further:

Add sentence on evolutionary context, explicitly stating that these appendages share a common evolutionary origin, to better align with the review’s broader theme. Clarify the review nature of the article by briefly mentioning that the manuscript synthesizes anatomical, developmental, and functional evidence from existing literature. Conclude with a clear take-home message

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct, and the information presented is accurate, consistent, and well supported by relevant scientific literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and include both foundational and recent studies, adequately supporting the content of the manuscript.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are appropriate for scholarly communication. The text is clear, precise, and scientifically accurate, with only minor grammatical or wording refinements needed to improve readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript provides a comprehensive and well-organized review of cranial appendages in artiodactyls, integrating evolutionary, anatomical, physiological, and functional perspectives. The figures and illustrations effectively support the text and proper understanding. Minor edits for language clarity and conciseness could further improve readability, but overall, the manuscript is scientifically good and suitable for publication. 
The manuscript is a well-organized and detailed review of cranial appendages in artiodactyls, covering their evolution, structure, development, and function. The figures and references support the content effectively. Some minor language and style improvements are recommended for better clarity and readability. Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and suitable for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No, the manuscript does not raise any ethical issues, as it is a literature-based review using published data and images.
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