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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 (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.

	This study is important because it explores the connection between the gut and the brain, which strongly affects mental health. By examining how bioactive compounds in sheep milk influence this link, the research may reveal natural ways to improve mood and brain function. The results could help develop nutritional approaches to support mental well-being and prevent mental disorders.
	

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

	The title is simple and suitable for the topic. However, since this is a review article, it would be better to mention that in the title. A clearer version could be:
A review on the ameliorative effects of sheep milk bioactives on mental health through the gut–brain axis.
	

	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.

	It is better to make the focus of the article clearer, is it about probiotics from goat milk or bioactive compounds in sheep milk?
If the goal is to cover both, the abstract should present them logically and step by step.
Some phrases need correction for clarity and grammar for example: pave a path or better understand of the mechanisms, should be: pave the way for a better understanding of the mechanisms. This sentence is more formal and polite.
Or, covered in detail to coorelate the roles,  should be: covered in detail to correlate the roles.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes,  the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Since the topic is very important and widely studied, the first thing that caught my attention was the use of recent references (up to 2025). This shows that the manuscript is up-to-date and considers the latest research in the field.
	

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

	Overall, the language and English quality of the article are acceptable for scholarly communication. However, it would be better to review some sections in more detail to ensure there are no minor grammatical or phrasing issues.

	

	Optional/General comments
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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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