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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 (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 addresses an important topic in dairy farming sustainability, focusing on feeding practices and their impact on milk production in a specific Tanzanian district. The study highlights practical challenges like feed scarcity and seasonal variations, which are relevant to smallholder agriculture in East Africa.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title implies a focus on "enhancing" milk production, suggesting prescriptive or experimental elements, but the study is purely descriptive (cross-sectional survey). Revise the title to better reflect the content, e.g., "Assessment of Dairy Cattle Feeding Practices and Their Impact on Milk Production in Amani Division, Muheza District, Tanzania."
	

	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 is too long and descriptive. Please restructure it to clearly state:

· Objective(s)

· Methods (design, sample size, analytical approach)

· Key quantitative results (with percentages/figures)

· Conclusions and implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript’s references are partially sufficient but lack recency (e.g., pre-2015 sources like [5], [8]) and depth in forage management, gender dynamics, and climate-smart practices. Formatting errors (e.g., [2], duplicated [36], [37]) and questionable 2025 citations ([32], [34]) need correction.
	

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


	The manuscript has grammatical errors, typos, and awkward phrasing: e.g., "Steamy fodders" (likely "Stemmy fodders"); "Effect" capitalized inconsistently; "rangeland management" repeated. Proofread thoroughly. Sections are verbose and repetitive (e.g., introduction overlaps with discussion on feed shortages). Condense for conciseness.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The topic is important for smallholder dairy production, but the study as presented does not add enough new knowledge beyond what is already known about feed shortages, water scarcity and climate stress in East African dairy systems. You should better highlight the novelty of your findings and what specific gaps in Muheza District your study addresses.

Introduction

· The introduction is lengthy, with repetitive content. Please make it concise and focused.

· Clearly define the knowledge gap in Muheza District, as similar studies exist in other Tanzanian regions.

Methodology

· The sample size (n=40) is small and may not allow strong generalization. Please justify why this number is adequate. Only descriptive statistics are used. The study would be strengthened by applying inferential statistics (e.g., chi-square, regression, or correlation) to show significant associations between demographic variables, feeding practices and milk yield. The manuscript would be strengthened by reporting p-values, confidence intervals and regression analyses to establish the significance and predictive power of different factors affecting milk production.

Results and Discussion

· Results are presented but lack analytical depth. Consider linking farmer characteristics (education, land size, experience) with milk yield outcomes more explicitly. The discussion repeats general textbook knowledge (e.g., water requirements, effects of climate stress) rather than critically analyzing your own findings. Please reduce repetition and focus on interpreting your data in the local context.

Tables and Figures

· Tables are clear but basic. Please provide more descriptive titles and footnotes. use figures (e.g., bar charts) for visual appeal.

Conclusion: 

· The conclusion restates results without synthesizing implications or policy recommendations. Strengthen by linking back to objectives and proposing actionable steps (e.g., specific training programs based on findings). Avoid repeating introduction material.

 References

· The manuscript’s references are partially sufficient but lack recency (e.g., pre-2015 sources like [5], [8]) and depth in forage management, gender dynamics and climate-smart practices. 

· Formatting errors (e.g., [2], duplicated [36], [37]) and questionable 2025 citations ([32], [34]) need correction. 

· Try to Add 6–8 recent sources 

· Revise to focus on dairy-specific literature and ensure consistent formatting.

Language and Presentation

· The manuscript contains frequent grammatical errors, redundancies and awkward phrasing. A thorough language edit is needed.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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