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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 study provides useful information on how age affects sexual behavior and semen quality in Malpura rams, an important local breed. The findings can help improve breeding programs and livestock productivity in semi-arid regions. It also fills a gap in reproductive data for indigenous breeds, offering insights relevant to both farmers and researchers studying livestock reproduction and genetic management in tropical livestock systems.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is generally suitable for the research as it clearly conveys the subject (effects of age on sexual behavior and semen quality) and the study species (Malpura rams) in the context of the semi-arid tropical environment. It is concise and informative.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and adequately summarizes the objectives, methodology, key results, and conclusions of the study, there is no deletion necessary.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. The results were presented clearly and interpreted in line with existing literature. No major scientific inconsistencies.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Byun et al., 2010, Corbett, J. L. (2001), Kumar, A., et al., (2016), Rather et al 2021, were not cited, but Referenced. Also, Maina & Katz, 1997 and Multigner et al., 1999 were not referenced but cited as well as some references weren't properly written e.g., omission of the journal name (Andreeva, M., & Stefanov, R. (2020) Journal name: Biotechnology in Animal Husbandary and publisher is Institute for Animal hubandary. Overall, the Author should remember to arrange the references alphabetically after making those corrections.
	

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


	Yes, the language and overall English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The text is clear, technical terms are used appropriately, and the arguments are conveyed in a logical and coherent manner.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important topic in animal reproductive science and is generally well-structured and clear. The study design and methodology are appropriate, and the results are clearly presented and interpreted. Minor improvements could be made to the abstract, and references and some language to enhance clarity and readability. Overall, the manuscript is suitable for publication after minor revisions. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No, there is no ethical issues in this manuscript
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