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	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.
	The manuscript is important to identify the proper hygienic conditions and milking time for buffalos and cows that helps dairy farmers to obtain desired quality milk. However, the presented  data  in the manuscript is in raw forms and cannot be sufficient to draw conclusion and recommendations for wider uses and applications.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	It needs rephrases
	

	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.
	Abstract is not sufficiently elaborated
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is difficult to decide
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some of the old references 30+ years ago  should be replaced with recent one. 
	

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

	Optional/General comments


	The whole part of the manuscript needs serious correction, particularly data presentation and interpretation. The abstract part is  not adequate, and  lacks relevant information. Experimental design is also flawed. Collected data has not been analyzed using statistical software. Even the mean of the raw data was not well organized. These making it  difficulty in the interpretation of the result, write a discussion, compare the result with the previous study, and draw the conclusion. It can be recommended for the author to revise the whole document, perform data analysis, interpret the results, and provide sufficient discussions. It is difficult to accept the manuscript for consideration in its current format.
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