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	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Major Comments 

S.No

Section

Comments

1
Abstract

· The abstract mixes survey and laboratory results without explaining the sampling strategy for physicochemical analysis.

· Percentages are reported without proper context or denominators.

· The stated study period (9/2024–7/2025) appears future-oriented and needs clarification.

2
Introduction

· The introduction is lengthy, repetitive, and lacks focus.

· Several references are weakly linked or irrelevant to butter production and marketing.

· Nutritional claims about butter are oversimplified.

· Reorganize the introduction to highlight research gaps and clearly justify the selection of Ejere and Welmera districts.

3
Methodology

· Methods for physicochemical analysis (fat, SNF, moisture, salt) are not described.

· Statistical tests used for agro-ecological comparisons are not specified.

· Qualitative data from FGDs and key informants are not clearly analyzed.

· Include laboratory standards, sample size, statistical models, and qualitative analysis methods.

4
Results and Discussion

· Results are often repeated without critical interpretation.

· Several literature comparisons are irrelevant or poorly linked.

· Gender role discussion contains contradictions and unsupported cultural claims.

5
Tables and Data Presentation

· Several tables contain incorrect percentages, inconsistent totals, and formatting errors.

· Some frequencies exceed the total sample size.

· Recalculate all values and align tables with journal standards.

6
Language and Clarity

· The manuscript has frequent grammatical errors, repetition, and awkward phrasing.

· Technical terms are inconsistently used.

· Professional language editing is strongly recommended.

7
Overall Recommendation

· Major revision required to improve methodological clarity, data accuracy, structure, and language quality before publication.
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