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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.

	The study provides useful data on photoperiod effects in Hassan sheep, a breed with limited published research. It contributes to understanding puberty regulation under tropical conditions. However, the small sample size limits the strength of conclusions, and the study would benefit from broader physiological measurements.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is appropriate and reflects the study objectives. 
	

	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 and summarizes key findings. It would benefit from mentioning the statistical test used and briefly highlighting practical implications. The conclusion could be more concise.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study explores an important topic. But several methodological limitations weaken the reliability of the conclusions. The Materials and Methods section is notably brief and omits key information, including the statistical tests applied, how light intensity was verified, housing dimensions, feeding schedules, and environmental conditions such as temperature and humidity. The sample size (n = 6/group) is also quite small, reducing the power to detect meaningful differences. In addition, the manuscript lacks figures, and some results, particularly the fluctuations in ADG, require clearer statistical interpretation. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate and include both classical and recent studies. A few more recent tropical‑breed studies could strengthen the discussion. Citation formatting should be checked for consistency.

	

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

	The manuscript is generally understandable but requires language polishing. Several sentences are long or repetitive, and some wording is unclear.
	

	Optional/General comments

	· Table 1 and Figure 1 present the same information, making one of them redundant.
· Table 3 and Figure 3 also duplicate the same data without adding interpretive value.
· Please use either a table or a figure for each finding, but not both
	











	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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

No ethical concerns are evident in the study. However, the ethical approval statement is incomplete. The authors should provide the IAEC approval number and date to meet standard reporting requirements.
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