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	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 manuscript provides valuable insights into the role of mineral supplementation in improving the serum mineral status of postpartum anestrus buffaloes, a condition that significantly affects reproductive efficiency and productivity in dairy buffaloes. By evaluating the changes in both macro and micro mineral concentrations following chelated mineral mixture supplementation, the study contributes to a better understanding of nutritional strategies that can help restore mineral balance and support reproductive health. The findings are particularly relevant for livestock production systems in tropical and hot-humid environments, where mineral deficiencies and heat stress commonly impair animal performance. Overall, the study offers practical evidence that may assist veterinarians, animal nutritionists and researchers in developing cost-effective nutritional interventions to enhance fertility and productivity in buffalo farming systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally clear and reflects the main objective of the study. It indicates the key variables studied (serum minerals, mineral supplementation, and postpartum anestrus buffaloes).
	

	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 structured and summarizes the objective, methodology, key findings and conclusion of the study. It clearly states the experimental design, treatments and the main results related to changes in serum mineral concentrations. Therefore, it is largely comprehensive and suitable for a research article.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and methodologically acceptable, as it addresses an important reproductive and nutritional issue in buffalo production systems. The experimental design, involving treatment and control groups with pre and post treatment measurements, is appropriate for evaluating the effect of mineral supplementation on serum mineral concentrations in postpartum anestrus buffaloes. The use of standard laboratory techniques for mineral estimation and established statistical methods such as t-test and ANOVA supports the scientific validity of the results.

However, a few aspects require clarification or minor correction to improve scientific rigor. The sample size (n = 6 per group) is relatively small and may limit the generalizability of the findings; this limitation should be acknowledged. 

Overall, the manuscript is scientifically acceptable, but minor revisions related to statistical interpretation, clarity of presentation, and language editing would further strengthen its scientific quality.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are generally relevant and appropriate for the topic, as they include studies related to mineral supplementation, reproductive performance and serum mineral profiles in buffaloes and cattle. The cited literature adequately supports the background, discussion, and interpretation of the findings. However, many of the references are relatively older, and the manuscript would benefit from including more recent publications (last 5–10 years) to reflect current developments in mineral nutrition and reproductive physiology in ruminants.
	

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


	The overall English language quality of the manuscript is understandable and generally suitable for scholarly communication, but it requires moderate language editing to improve clarity, grammar and sentence structure.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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