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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 manuscript titled “Comprehensive Understanding of the Endogenous Regulation of Seasonal Reproduction” focus to discover the mechanism involved in the endogenous regulation of seasonal reproduction in animals, highlighting the intricate relationship between environmental conditions and the endocrine system. It discusses how animals adapt their reproductive cycles in response to changes in external factors such as temperature, daylight, and food availability. The endocrine control of reproduction is highly complex and involves a vast number of hormones and chemicals which affect the hypothalamo-pituitary-gonadal axis in different ways i.e.  some are inhibitory while others stimulatory.
	

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

	The title of the article is suitable.
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive. The reader can easily understand the summary of the whole article by reading the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is partially scientifically robust and technically sound as some of the important sections are missing in the manuscript. I have highlighted some points regarding the sections that needs to be added and the changes related to scientific nomenclature and English punctuation, grammatical and spelling errors required in the file named “Ms_BPR_4082”. Making those small but very important corrections will make the manuscript fully scientifically robust and technically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The redundant old references shall be omitted and the latest citation/information upto year 2024 can be added for making the manuscript more up-to-date for the readers. In some references, some basic informations like the author’s name, journal name, etc. are missing. Accordingly, I  have highlighted this issue in the file named “Ms_BPR_4082”.
	

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

	The English language quality of the aticle is overall suitable for scholarly communications. But  I have highlighted some points regarding the changes related to English punctuation, grammatical and spelling errors required in the file named “Ms_BPR_4082”.




	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript described the information in it very specifically, without deviating from the final outcome.




	















	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)

There is no ethical issue in this manuscript.
	




	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	There is no competing interest issues in this manuscript from my side.
	



	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	The article is plagiarism-free.
	






	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer: I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer.


	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”







	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:


	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 
( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 
Accept As It Is: (>9-10)
Minor Revision: (>8-9)
Major Revision: (>7-8)
Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)
Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	The overall marks I want to give to this manuscript is 6.
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