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	1: Review Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s feedback 

	Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide additional suggestions/comments)


	1. The manuscript holds significance for the scientific community as these findings suggest significant genetic variation among the studied Karadi sheep. This presents opportunities for selection to enhance productivity and achieve genetic and economic gains for breeders in future generations. Simultaneously, it contributes to reinforcing the genetic and productive capacities of the Karadi breed in the Kurdistan region of Iraq.
2. The title is generally suitable for the content of the study. It effectively conveys the main focus and subject of the research, which is the evaluation of milk characteristics in the Karadi sheep breed in the Kurdistan region of Iraq, specifically in the province of Halabja.

The title provides key information about the scope of the study, including the targeted species (Karadi sheep), the variable under investigation (milk characteristics), and the specific geographical area of interest (Kurdistan, Province of Halabja). It aligns well with the academic style and effectively communicates the subject matter to potential readers.

3. Some shortcomings can be noted

Lack of Initial Contextualization:

The abstract does not commence with a brief contextualization or introduction of the subject, which could be beneficial in quickly informing the reader of the overall context of the study.

Presentation of Results: Although the abstract presents averages and statistical values, it lacks details on the practical significance of these results or specific trends observed in milk characteristics. For instance, specific observations on factors influencing milk production could be mentioned.

Interpretation of Correlations: Although the abstract mentions correlations between certain variables, it does not interpret these correlations or provide explanations on the significance of these relationships in the study's context.

Discussion on Practical Implications: The abstract lacks a discussion section on the practical implications of the results. It could be helpful to explain how these results could be utilized in improving Karadi sheep breeding in the region.

By incorporating these elements, the abstract could become more comprehensive and informative for potential readers.
4. The subsections and overall structure of the manuscript appear to be appropriate. The manuscript follows a standard structure commonly used in academic research papers. Each section, from the introduction to the conclusion, is well-defined and covers essential components of a research study. The inclusion of subsections such as "Materials and Methods," "Results and Discussion," and "Conclusion" is typical for scientific papers and contributes to the clarity and organization of the document. 

5. The manuscript is scientifically acceptable

6.The references are sufficient and recent
The Materials and Methods section appears well-detailed, providing a clear understanding of the procedures employed in the study. However, there are areas that could be improved or clarified:

a. Lack of justification for variable selection: It could be beneficial to include a brief justification or explanation for why certain variables were chosen for analysis, such as the month of birth, lamb sex, ewes' age, ewes' weight, type of birth, and lactation stage, and why they were considered fixed-effect factors.

b. Repeatability (r): Repeatability is mentioned in Model II, but it would be beneficial to explain how this value was determined or calculated, especially if it is crucial for understanding the results.

c. Lactation duration:The end of lactation is mentioned as occurring when milk yield is less than 50 g/day/ewe. It could be useful to justify this criterion and discuss how it was determined.

Overall, the section is well-structured, but providing additional explanations for certain methodological choices could strengthen it.


	

	Minor REVISION comments


	Based on the content of the manuscript, I would recommend the decision: Minor revision
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	2: Ethical issues


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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



	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	

	Are there plagiarism issues in this manuscript? If yes, please send us the links or the original source files.
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