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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 contributes valuable comparative data on the nutritional and antioxidant properties of milk from multiple indigenous cattle and buffalo breeds, which is highly relevant for dairy science, animal breeding, and human nutrition. The study helps fill gaps in knowledge regarding breed-specific differences in milk quality, particularly antioxidant capacity—a parameter with increasing consumer and industrial importance. The results can guide selective breeding strategies and have implications for dairy processing and public health. The work is especially useful for regions where indigenous breeds are central to milk production.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable and accurately reflects the study content.
Suggested optional improvement:

“Comparative Nutritional and Antioxidant Quality of Milk from Indigenous Cattle and Buffalo Breeds in India.”
	

	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 presents the major findings clearly. However:

The Study Design and Methodology sections contain unrelated text about liver cirrhosis patients, which is likely an editing error and must be corrected.

The methodology should summarize sample size, breeds tested, analytical methods, and statistical approach.

The abstract should briefly state the scientific or practical implication of the findings.

These corrections will significantly improve clarity and accuracy.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The experimental design is generally sound: animals kept under uniform conditions, multiple breeds compared, and biochemical assays appropriately performed. However:

There are sections with misplaced or incorrect text (e.g., patient data in methodology).

Some explanations need clearer justification and more consistent interpretation.

Tables are appropriate but could benefit from clearer captions explaining the context.

Overall, the manuscript is scientifically acceptable but requires revision for accuracy and coherence.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references include recent sources (2022–2024) and relevant classic studies.

Minor suggestions:

Include additional references discussing breed-related antioxidant variation in buffalo and cattle, if available.

Ensure uniform citation formatting.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but requires moderate language editing.

Issues include:

Grammatical errors

Inconsistent formatting

Occasional unclear phrasing

Missing words and typographical issues

Language polishing is recommended for scholarly presentation.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The methodology section needs thorough correction to remove unrelated patient-based text and replace it with proper procedural details.

Figures and tables are useful, but adding a graphical abstract would enhance readability.

The discussion could be strengthened by more clearly explaining the biological basis of antioxidant differences among breeds.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No animal welfare or ethical concerns are evident. However, the manuscript should clearly state compliance with institutional guidelines for sample collection and animal handling. The “Ethical approval – Not applicable” section may need reconsideration depending on journal policy.
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