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	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 importance of this manuscript for the scientific community is high. The topic studied is significant and very interesting. The issues of animal health, welfare, and livestock education are very important and the article helps to gain a broader insight into important issues of livestock farming in Indian regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable.
	

	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 section states: A structured 10-question questionnaire was used for 40 male farmers from five districts (Dhamtari, Baloda Bazar, Raipur, Gariyaband, Mahasamund). Meanwhile, Section 2.2 “Sampling Strategy” states that 150 dairy farmers keeping Kosali cows under conventional feeding systems, with or without supplementation, were randomly selected. What is the right number of farmers involved in the survey? Was additional selection done?
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	As purpose of this study was to evaluate feed supplementation perceptions among Raipur Division Kosali cattle farmers and its perceived effect on milk production, body condition, weight gain, and reproduction efficiency, it is not clear how this perceived effect is defined and evaluated? How were the effects of feeding various feed additives assessed, and should it not be explained in more detail in the methodology section, for example, whether a scale was established by which the respondents used to rate the listed indicators:

• impact on milk production

• improvement in body condition

• weight gain

• nutritional completeness of feed

• reproductive performance improvement (estrus)

• reproductive performance improvement (conception)

• calving rate improvement

• effect on reproductive cycle

• cost-effectiveness

Since no explanation is provided as to how the survey participants assessed all of the above indicators, such as weight gain or cost-effectiveness, and other indicators, and it is not clear whether the survey is scientific and whether the assessment is not subjective and comparable among all respondents. Therefore, would it not be useful to place the survey questionnaire in the methodology section? More extensive explanation on this issue would be useful.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent, however there is need to review the use of references, as several errors have been found. 
Source: Mooventhan et al., 2016 needs a full reference.
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