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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.


	The manuscript addresses the microbiological risk associated with the “traditional” milking practices carried out in a specific region of Nigeria. The study is important, as the lack of hygiene during milking can serve as a significant source of public health risk.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No. The authors present a superficial microbiological analysis and also mention results from analyses of milk components, such as proteins and lipids, which are not mentioned in the 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.


	Yes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes.
	

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

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The following are the considerations regarding the manuscript:

1. The authors mention, in the introduction, the importance of hygienic milking practices for the microbiological quality of raw milk. Given its great relevance to public health, I believe it would be appropriate to elaborate further on this issue in the introduction, taking into account the pathogens most frequently detected—such as those mentioned in the text (E. coli, Staphylococcus aureus, and Salmonella spp.), some of which produce toxins that may even withstand the thermal treatments commonly applied to fluid milk for consumption. The risk of foodborne diseases, as described, is a problem in the studied region due to poor hygiene conditions. Since this is one of the central themes of the article, it deserves greater emphasis.

2. The manuscript addresses the microbiological risk associated with traditional milking practices. The authors state in the Materials and Methods section that swab samples were collected from milking utensils, water used for cleaning and milking, and air samples. However, no milk samples were collected, even though milk is the final product of the milking process and would naturally be influenced by all these factors. If milk samples were not collected, what was the reason?

3. Still in the Materials and Methods section, why were only total bacterial count and total coliform count performed? Were thermotolerant coliforms not enumerated? In the introduction, the authors mention important bacteria such as E. coli, S. aureus, and Salmonella spp. Were these not investigated? With such a generic analysis, can we truly make assertions about microbiological risk?

4. In the Results section, the authors present tables referring to analyses of goat and cow milk. However, the Materials and Methods section does not mention the collection of these samples. This should be verified and corrected, as the results must align with the methodology applied.

The authors devote considerable discussion to the physicochemical findings related to milk components, while giving insufficient attention to the central theme of the manuscript—microbiology and microbiological risk.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No.
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