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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.


	The manuscript somehow shows an important topic regarding the selenium supplementations in Uda Rams, but its impact is a bit undermined by some methodological and flaws in the data interpretations and discussing the results. For example, the dose ambiguity and the incorrect use of reference ranges can reduce the confidence in this manuscript findings. Below, i have mentioned some suggestions and comments to improve the clarity of the manuscript and make it reproducible for further studies. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, suitable.
	

	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 well written and describes the study well enough. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is somehow scientifically correct. But some parts need to be modified and change.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	First, there is a spelling errors (“REFRENCES”) in the manuscripts. and there is non peer reviewed source of ResearchGate link “Ahamefule, F. O., Obua, B. E., Ukweni, I. A., Oguike, M. A., & Amaka, R. A. (2008). Haematological and biochemical profile of weaner rabbits fed raw or processed pigeon pea seed meal based diets. African Journal of Agricultural Research. https://www.researchgate.net/publication/26779000_Haematological_and_biochemical_profile_of_weaner_rabbits_fed_raw_or_processed_pigeon_pea_seed_meal_based_diets”, it is better to be corrected (provide DOI instead of the link), replaced or removed.

Also, some references are over a decade old!, better to be replaced with a more updated ones. 
	

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


	The language is good in general, the spelling and grammitical errors are only minor. However, an overall revision of the manuscript regarding this matter is necessary. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Some of my comments/suggestions regarding this manuscript are as follow:

Introduction

1. In the second paragraph of the Introduction, the authors have wrote about stress markers, endocrine stress hormones, and physiological stress indicators and grouped them all as “stress biomarkers”, I think it would be better to talk about each one of them individually for better clarity for the readers. 

Materials and Methods

1. Can the authors state that whether the baseline levels of selenium were measured or assessed prior the supplementation to confirm deficiency in the study animals?. If yes or no, this better to be stated in the manuscript.

2. Also, can the authors kindly clarify of how exactly was the sodium selenite administered to the animals? was it mixed into feed or dissolved in water or how?

3. This suggestion is (optional), the investigators had a repeated measurements for physiological stress indicators (like twice daily, weekly), so i’m wondering why was simple ANOVA used instead of a repeated measures or mixed effects model? If possible, i suggest the data/results to be presented as a mixed effects model in form of figure, to strenghten the study. 

4. In “Determination of stress indicators” section, there is a sentence read as “Here's a step-by-step guide i used to determine ...etc.” this sentence is not appropriate for a scientific manuscript and better to be rephrased or rewritten.

5. In “Thyroid hormones triiodothyronine (T3) and thyroxine (T4)” section, the authors have stated that they have used human clinical assay kits for ovine T3 and T4 measurements .. For this, I suggest that some validation references or justification for cross-species applicability is better to be mentioned and clarified.

6. In “Rectal Temperature” section, at the end of the section, there is a sentence read as “Value closer to 10 indicates a better adapted animal”, what do the authors mean by this? I suggest citation for this sentence.

7. In “Stress Indicators of Uda Rams Supplemented with Levels of Selenium” section, the units of selenium is g/kg. This need to be corrected. The same error is repeated in “Stress biomarkers of Uda rams supplemented with levels of Selenium” section. Kindly revise and correct and make the units consistent.

8. In “Serum parameters of Uda rams supplemented levels of selenium (Sodium selenite) and Table 3”, why the authors have stated that a normal value of sodium is 82-90mmole/L, while as known, the normal value for sodium level is 135-145mmole/L??. Within the same section, the authors stated that the HDL levels are within the normal range, however, in the resulted HDL values are lower than the normal range .. I’m kindly requesting for the revision of this section and asking the authors to describe the data as presented in the table. 

Results and Discussion 

1. I suggest the authors to add a paragraph at the end of the discussion part where they write about the limitations of this study, espically the small sample size and not measuring the baseline levels of selenium prior the supplementation (if). 

2. Kindly clarify if the values in Table 2, are according to human values or ovine?? if human, then its better to change to normal ovine values.

3. In “Haematological Profile of Uda Rams Supplemented levels of Selenium”, in the second paragraph after table 2, the authors have linked some of their results with VB12 deficiency, how is this possible? have the investigators measured the levels of VB12 of the Uda Rams? if not, then the description of these data shall be done with more caution. 

4. In “Stress Indicators of Uda Rams Supplemented with Levels of Selenium”, in the paragraph after table 4, the authors have stated that “The increased pulse rate in the selenium-supplemented groups may indicate a stimulatory effect of selenium on the cardiovascular system ...”, this sentence is really strong, and it shall be reported with more caution as how can we predict that selenium have stimulatory effects on the CV system based solely on pulse rate changes?? .. Kindly revise and report this result with more caution. 

5. In “Serum parameters of Uda rams supplemented levels of selenium (Sodium selenite) section again, there is controversiality regarding the interpretation of the LDL levels, in the initial lines, the authors have stated the following “The results showed significant difference (P<0.05) in globulin and LDL while albumin ....” while in the later paragraph of the same section, they stated the following “LDL values obtained from rams supplemented with selenium were statistically similar indicating no significant difference between the two selenium levels (p>0.05)” .. Kindly uniform these interpretations according to your data in the table. Also, in the second sentence, p value shall be written as p<0.05 if there is a significant change. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No. But i’m wondering if Ethics Approval Number have been obtained for this study. If “yes”, then its better to write the approval number in the materials and methods section. 
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