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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 is important as it provides valuable empirical insights into traditional butter production and marketing systems in rural Ethiopia, contributing to the literature on smallholder dairy value chains in sub-Saharan Africa. It highlights gender roles, socioeconomic constraints, and quality variations in butter, offering evidence-based recommendations that could inform agricultural extension, food security policies, and rural development programs.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is okay and appropriate but could be more precise. Suggested alternative:

“Assessment of Butter Production, Quality, and Marketing Systems in Ejere and Welmera Districts, Oromia, Ethiopia”
	

	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 mostly comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study appears scientifically sound in design and methodology. However, there are organizational issues:

The results section is fragmented and includes misplaced discussion elements.

Some tables are incomplete or not properly formatted (e.g., Table 6, 13).

The analysis is largely descriptive; inferential statistics are minimally presented.


The conclusion is repetitive and does not fully synthesize findings.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are generally relevant and include recent works (up to 2024). However:

Some citations seem misplaced (e.g., Popkin & Reardon 2018 on obesity in Latin America).


	

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


	             The language is generally understandable but requires thorough editing for scholarly communication.       Issues include:

Inconsistent tense usage.

Grammatical errors and punctuation issues.

Repetitive and wordy sentences.

	  

	Optional/General comments


	Major revisions required. The manuscript has a strong empirical foundation but needs restructuring, linguistic polishing, and clearer synthesis of results. With revisions, it could be a valuable contribution to the field.
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