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	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


	The manuscript is useful as it gives the details about the presence of helpful microbiota in the rumen of cattle. It can be very useful for future studies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title


	Title is appropriate.
	

	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 mentioned “Compared to previous studies, the microbial diversity observed in Bali cattle rumen was notably higher, likely influenced by forage-based diets and the adaptive conditions of the rumen environment” Reference needs to be added for it. This point need not be mentioned in the abstract, as in the manuscript this was not focused or has proof. Need reference from which it has been added.

In the abstract, the last point “The results support the application of these indigenous bacterial strains as effective bioactivators in sustainable composting systems and organic waste management strategies” should be changed as it is only giving a possibility of the application. When it is actually used for composting, then only it can be fully supporting the effects of bioactivators. 

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is ok. Need clarification on how many rumen samples were collected, as in the manuscript only a single place is mentioned.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient. Just need a few from which the abstract of the manuscript has been compared.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, it’s a very productive and meticulously done manuscript. Basically it’s a preliminary work, but of importance. In the results, the dilutions were seen as symbols, in the table it was correct. Kindly check that too.
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