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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 manuscript provides current knowledge on the diagnosis and treatment of mastitis, a major disease that can impact milk productivity.

· This manuscript thoroughly evaluates conventional antibiotic therapy through emerging alternative approaches, while addressing the challenge of antimicrobial resistance.

· It highlights research gaps and future directions for developing sustainable and effective mastitis management strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable


	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured. However, several improvements could improve the clarity and substance of the article.

· The experimental design or main treatment (e.g., stress conditions) could be briefly described to strengthen the methodology.

· The abstract would be better served by including the main quantitative results (e.g., percentage increase or key indicators) to further emphasize the significance of the results.

· A concluding sentence would be better if a brief summary of the practical or applied implications (e.g., relevance to sustainable agriculture or stress management) is added.

· No major deletions are required in this manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically sound. The study is based on a clear hypothesis, employs established methods, and presents conclusions consistent with the results and relevant literature. Overall, this manuscript meets scientific standards and makes a valuable contribution to the field.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I provide references from the last 2–3 years, especially those focusing on field-scale applications and microbial consortium formulation strategies under stress conditions, which will further strengthen this manuscript.
· Crusciol, C. A. C., et al. (2024). Enhancing soil fertility and crop performance using multispecies bacterial consortia: Evidence from field trials. Environmental Microbiome, 19(1), Article 45

· Sánchez, J. R., et al. (2024). Consortium-based biofertilizer formulation enhances crop growth under controlled and field conditions. Journal of Sustainable Agriculture, 12(3), 210–224Timofeeva, G., et al. (2023). Design and evaluation of plant growth-promoting bacterial consortia for sustainable crop production. Microorganisms, 11(12), 2864.

· Karunakaran, G., et al. (2024). Advanced formulation strategies for next-generation biofertilizers. Agriculture, 14(4), 517.

· Wang, Y., et al. (2023). Field evaluation of microbial inoculants under abiotic stress. Soil Biology & Biochemistry, 174, 108800.


	

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


	The language and overall quality of the English in the manuscript is generally appropriate for scholarly communication.
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