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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 paper tackles a crucial and very relevant challenge right now: the greenhouse gas emissions coming from livestock farming, zeroing in on India overall and diving deep into a real-world example from Telangana. It's a real gem for researchers and decision-makers alike, since it maps out these emissions across different places and over time, drawing on solid IPCC standards and the handy Cool Farm Tool (CFT). With India's massive herds of animals playing such a big role in methane release, the insights here really shine a light on how emissions play out in this sector and what we can do to cut them down—especially in places like developing nations where these issues hit hard.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is appropriate, clear, and informative. It accurately reflects the content and geographic scope of the paper.
	

	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 does a great job packing in the essentials—it's thorough and insightful, clearly laying out the study's goals, the methods you drew from like IPCC guidelines and the Cool Farm Tool, the big-picture results on emission levels, main culprits behind them, how they vary by region, and some smart ideas for cutting them down. However, it's a bit of a heavy lift right now, feeling overly packed and wordy, which can make it tough to follow on a quick scan. To lighten it up, trimming it back to the heart of the matter: spotlight the core aims, standout results, and real-world takeaways, while saving those figures for deeper in the paper. Don't forget to play up what makes this fresh, like applying the Cool Farm Tool to Indian dairy setups or zooming in on that Telangana example.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, this research feels solid and well-grounded, sticking closely to IPCC standards in its methods while smartly blending big-picture national data with hands-on insights from 120 actual dairy farmers, all crunched through the Cool Farm Tool for real-world checks. Still, a couple of tweaks could make it even stronger—like adding some deeper stats, say regressions or correlations, to really back up those links between herd sizes, emissions, and overall efficiency, instead of just sketching the basics. It'd also help to flag uncertainties more clearly, maybe with confidence intervals on the emission numbers, and weave in some sharper comparisons to tools like GLEAM or LEAP to give folks a better sense of how it stacks up. At its core, though, the work's got a strong backbone; just a bit more analytical polish would take it to the next level.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Overall, the bibliography does a solid job of pulling in pertinent sources, spotlighting heavy-hitters like the IPCC's AR6 report from 2023, the FAO's GLEAM database, and some fresh Indian research, such as the 2023 work by Pordhiya and Gautam. Roughly a third to nearly half of the references feel a bit dated—think pieces from 2005 to 2013—which is understandable for building that essential backstory, but it'd really strengthen things to weave in more up-to-date insights from the last few years, especially on cutting greenhouse gases from livestock or doing life cycle assessments tailored to India or comparable areas.
	

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


	Overall, the writing comes across as pretty clear and easy to follow, though it could use a fair bit of tweaking to really shine in an academic setting. You'll spot things like uneven capitalization—say, "Green House Gas" popping up instead of the standard "Greenhouse Gas"—along with the odd run-on sentence, skipped spaces after periods or commas, and some wordy repeats, like calling something both a "major and significant" greenhouse gas. There are also a few small grammars slips and stylistic hiccups here and there. That said, the core ideas land solidly without much confusion, so a quick pass with the copyeditor's red pen should get it up to publication-ready shape.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The charts and graphs pack a lot of useful info, but they'd pop even more with sharper labels, matching font sizes across the board, and captions that all follow the same style.

· For the tables, it'd be great to spell out the units and where the data came from right there on the page—no guessing required.

· In the Discussion, weaving in how your findings tie into bigger-picture stuff like worldwide emission goals and ways to cut them back (think SDG 13 or the COP28 takeaways) would really strengthen the flow.

· Your wrap-up has some solid insights, but tightening it up to zero in on actionable tips—like rolling out IoT tools for tracking emissions or tweaks to boost feed efficiency—could make it land with more punch.

· A quick polish on the overall layout, like keeping section numbers steady, even spacing, and tidy alignments, would make the whole thing way easier on the eyes.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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