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	Reviewer’s comment

	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 holds considerable relevance for the scientific community as it focuses on a major clinical and economic contributor to dystocia in buffaloes, Incomplete Cervical Dilation (ICD), a condition that often responds inconsistently to conventional drug therapy. By developing and standardizing a cervical thermal application technique as a complementary treatment, the research introduces an evidence-based and practical advancement in large animal obstetrics. The use of a randomized controlled trial design enhances the credibility of the results and adds meaningful clinical insight to the relatively scarce literature on non-pharmacological strategies in bovine reproductive medicine. Moreover, the significant shortening of the dilation period and the reduced reliance on assisted delivery emphasize the technique’s potential to promote better animal welfare, decrease obstetrical intervention, and limit financial losses in buffalo farming systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of this article is completely 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 generally well organized and thorough, particularly for a clinical veterinary research study. It effectively outlines the background and clinical relevance of the problem, highlighting ICD as a significant cause of dystocia with inconsistent response to pharmacological management. The objective is clearly stated, focusing on the development and clinical assessment of a standardized cervical thermal application technique.

In addition, the study design is well described, including the randomized controlled approach, sample size, and group allocation. The intervention protocol and primary outcome measure are clearly defined, and the key findings are supported with appropriate statistical data. The abstract also addresses clinical relevance, acknowledges study limitations, and provides a clear concluding statement. Overall, it is scientifically robust, concise, and appropriate for publication.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and accurate.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It would be preferable to incorporate recent studies in this field, particularly those published within the last five years, to enhance the scientific quality of the manuscript. Updating and strengthening the reference section is therefore strongly recommended.
	

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


	Yes, the overall language quality of the manuscript is appropriate and satisfactory.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The abstract is clearly written, logically structured, and successfully outlines the background, methodology, principal findings, and clinical significance of the study. The research objective is explicitly stated, and the results are supported by appropriate statistical analysis. Acknowledging the study’s limitations further enhances its scientific credibility and transparency. Overall, the abstract delivers a concise yet thorough summary of the investigation and its relevance to veterinary obstetrics.

To improve it further, the authors might briefly mention the clinical context in which the study was conducted (such as field or hospital conditions) and specify whether blinding was applied during randomization or outcome evaluation. Including a brief note on the proposed mechanism underlying the thermal application could also add scientific depth and increase the broader impact of the work.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No
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