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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 valuable insights into the current state of mastitis detection methods in dairy livestock, an area of great relevance to animal health and agricultural productivity. The review covers both clinical and subclinical forms of mastitis, detailing the economic impact and the need for improved diagnostic strategies. It addresses a multifaceted problem with both microbial and management-related components, making it important for researchers, veterinarians, and dairy farmers alike. Additionally, the integration of innovative technologies and diagnostic techniques will help in advancing early detection, which could reduce economic losses and improve animal welfare in dairy farming. This paper thus contributes to the scientific community's ongoing efforts to enhance mastitis control and prevention.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. It clearly indicates that the paper discusses new diagnostic methods for mastitis, a key issue in dairy livestock health. There is no need to 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.


	The abstract is comprehensive, offering a good summary of the background, importance, and scope of the paper. However, it could benefit from a brief mention of the innovative diagnostic methods discussed in the paper to provide a clearer preview of the manuscript's focus. Suggested addition: 'This review highlights the recent advancements in diagnostic techniques, such as electronic somatic cell counting, milk analyzers, and molecular diagnostic methods.'


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. It accurately describes the prevalence, causative agents, economic impact, and diagnostic methods associated with mastitis. The references cited are credible and well-established in the field. The methodology for diagnosis is well-explained, and the inclusion of both traditional and modern approaches offers a comprehensive understanding of the current landscape in mastitis diagnostics.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided are both sufficient and recent, drawing from a range of studies, including key works from the last two decades. However, it would be beneficial to include more recent studies on advanced diagnostic technologies such as molecular diagnostics and automated systems for mastitis detection. Including studies from the last 2–3 years could strengthen the paper further.
	

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


	The language is appropriate for scholarly communication, with clear and coherent sentence structures. However, minor grammatical revisions could enhance readability. For example, there are occasional minor phrasing issues such as 'disease is becoming more common in Asia,' which could be more formally written as 'disease prevalence is increasing in Asia.'


	

	Optional/General comments


	- The manuscript provides a strong foundation for future studies in mastitis diagnostics. I suggest that the authors consider elaborating on future directions or emerging technologies in the diagnostic field to help set the stage for further research.
- The economic analysis section is well-integrated; however, more detailed data on specific regions could make the findings more applicable to global readers.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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