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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 is important because it provides a precise model to determine the right feed amounts for Landrace and Large White pigs according to their growth stage. This helps improve their growth, reproductive performance, and feed efficiency. The results are useful for researchers and farmers to reduce costs and increase production sustainably. The method used can also guide future studies in developing precision feeding models for other animal species.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear and shows the study is about creating and testing feed models for Landrace and Large White pigs. A simpler and slightly better version could be:

“Precision Feeding Models for Landrace and Large White Pigs: Development and Testing”

This is shorter, easy to understand, and still tells what the study is about.
	

	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 clear but can be improved. It should include the main results, like how well the models worked, and a short sentence about why the study is useful for pig production. It could also briefly explain the type of regression used.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically correct. It uses proper methods to develop feed models for pigs, and the approach makes sense. A full check of the data and results is still recommended to be sure everything is accurate.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are good, relevant, and mostly recent, especially on precision feeding and pig production. Some duplicates should be removed, and a few very recent studies (2023–2025) on smart feeding or genotype-specific nutrition could be added to make it stronger. Overall, the list is sufficient and useful.
	

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


	The English in the article is good and suitable for a scientific journal. Only minor edits are needed to improve readability, fix small grammar issues, and make the text flow better.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is useful but some parts are unclear.

Tables and figures need clearer labels.

Methods and statistics could use more details.

Discussion should mention recent studies.

Overall, it’s good and can be published after small 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 major ethical issues are seen.

Make sure ethical approval and guidelines are mentioned if animals or humans were used.
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