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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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it provides a comprehensive synthesis of existing research on nose muzzle print biometrics for cattle identification, an emerging and non-invasive approach in livestock management. Additionally, the manuscript highlights existing gaps and future research directions, thereby serving as a valuable reference for scientists, engineers, and policymakers working in precision livestock farming. Overall, the review contributes to the advancement of reliable and sustainable animal identification technologies
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is not found to be relatively broad and insufficiently scientific, failing to clearly indicate the biometric basis and practical application discussed in the manuscript. Therefore, the title may be modified to “Nose Muzzle Print Biometrics for Cattle Identification and Livestock Management: A Review”.
	

	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 adequately summarizes the content of the manuscript and is clear and informative. However, the inclusion of appropriate keywords is necessary and should be added as per the journal guidelines.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct; however, as a review article, it would benefit from additional supporting literature and minor refinements to enhance scientific depth
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript would benefit from the inclusion of additional citations, as expected for a review article. Some references (6, 7, 8, and 10) are also incomplete due to missing publication years and should be corrected.


	

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


	The language and overall English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication. However, minor grammatical and stylistic revisions are recommended to improve clarity and readability.


	

	Optional/General comments


	All headings and subheadings should be written in sentence case as per journal guidelines.

All abbreviations should be written in their expanded form at first mention in the manuscript.
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	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 details)
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