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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.
	I believe that this manuscript contributes valuable experimental evidence on the role of photoperiod
manipulation in regulating reproductive development and growth performance in an indigenous sheep breed. Understanding how extended photoperiod affects puberty onset without significantly altering growth parameters is important for designing cost-effective reproductive management strategies under intensive systems. The study is particularly relevant for tropical and subtropical regions where photoperiod manipulation is increasingly considered as a management tool. Overall, the findings add breed-specific insight to the broader literature on
photoperiodic control of reproduction in small ruminants.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the scope and outcomes of the study.
	

	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-structured and comprehensive, clearly stating the objective, methodology, key findings, and
conclusions. The experimental design, photoperiod treatment, and major outcomes are adequately summarized. However, the authors may consider briefly mentioning the sample size limitation to provide better context for interpretation. No major deletions are required.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design, data collection methods, and statistical interpretations are appropriate for the stated objectives. The biological explanations linking photoperiod,
melatonin secretion, and reproductive axis regulation are accurate and well-supported by existing literature. That said, I believe that a minor clarification of statistical methods (e.g., specific tests used) would further strengthen scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and adequately support the study’s background, discussion, and interpretation.
Classic and authoritative studies on photoperiod and reproduction are appropriately cited.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language is generally clear, formal, and appropriate for scholarly publication. The manuscript is readable and logically written, though minor grammatical errors and occasional repetition are present. A light language
editing or proofreading would improve clarity and flow but is not a major concern.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The Results and Discussion sections are well-integrated, but clearer subheadings or brief summary statements at the end of each subsection would improve readability.
The sample size is relatively small and should be acknowledged more explicitly as a limitation in the discussion.
The manuscript is scientifically sound, clearly written, and methodologically appropriate. Minor revisions related to language polishing, clearer statistical descriptions, and brief acknowledgment of limitations will enhance its overall quality.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	No. The manuscript states that approval was obtained from the Institutional Animal Ethics Committee (IAEC), and experimental procedures appear to comply with accepted animal welfare standards.
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