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	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 elucidates the antioxidant potential of raw milk, revealing the influence of agro-ecological diversity and cattle breeds in northern Cameroon on its physicochemical and antioxidant properties. Its robust analysis of DPPH, ABTS, FRAP, and vitamin profiles across production basins offers critical insights for public health, supporting milk’s role in mitigating oxidative stress and chronic diseases. The findings provide a basis for enhancing dairy practices in African savannahs, with broader implications for nutrition and sustainable agriculture.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is not suitable due to grammatical errors, misleading terminology, and wordiness.

Suggested Alternative Title:
“Influence of Breed and Agroecological Diversity in Northern Cameroon on Physicochemical Properties and Antioxidant Activity of Raw Cow Milk”

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
Yes, the references are generally sufficient, covering key aspects of milk composition, antioxidant activity, and analytical methods. They include standardized protocols, regional studies, and relevant reviews. However, the study could benefit from additional references to address gaps in recent antioxidant research, breed-specific data, and modern analytical techniques.
The references are a mix of older foundational works (pre-2000) and recent studies (2015–2024). While older references are appropriate for standardized methods, the limited number of post-2020 citations (e.g., Abduljalil et al., 2023; Tadesse et al., 2024) suggests a need for more current literature to reflect advancements in antioxidant and milk composition research.

3. Suggestions for additional references
· Stobiecka et al. (2023): Updates on antioxidant activity methods in dairy products.

· Olagunju & Ogunniyi (2022): Breed-specific antioxidant properties in African cattle.

· Mbye et al. (2021): Agro-ecological impacts on milk composition in arid regions.

· Hanuš et al. (2023): Modern analytical techniques for antioxidant capacity.

· Getaneh et al. (2022): Feed and agro-ecological effects on milk quality in Ethiopia.

The references provide a solid foundation but could be enhanced by incorporating more recent studies on antioxidant activity and breed-specific milk composition in sub-Saharan Africa. Including references on advanced analytical methods and the impact of feed/environmental factors would further strengthen the study’s scientific rigor and relevance.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are not fully suitable for scholarly communications in its current form due to frequent grammatical errors, informal phrasing, typographical mistakes, and inconsistencies. However, the scientific content is sound, and with thorough revisions—ideally supported by professional editing—the article can achieve the standard required for peer-reviewed publication. Addressing clarity, grammar, vocabulary, consistency, and academic conventions will significantly enhance its suitability for scholarly audiences.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is a valuable contribution to dairy science, particularly for its focus on antioxidant activity in a region-specific context. Its scientific foundation is strong, but its impact could be enhanced by addressing language issues (as detailed in the previous response), deepening the discussion of results, and clarifying methodological and regional specifics. With revisions to improve clarity, depth, and presentation, the article has the potential to be a compelling addition to the literature on milk quality and health benefits in sub-Saharan Africa.
It has strong scientific potential due to its novel focus and robust data but is hindered by:

· poor English quality

· minor analytical gaps

However, with extensive revisions, particularly professional editing, and deeper discussion, the manuscript can achieve publication quality. 
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