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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.


	The scope of the study will significantly contribute towards improving the livelihood of those who depend on diary farming to source their livelihood by educating policy makers and stakeholders on the importance of presence/absence of an inclusive ecosystem. Moreover, since the paper’s focus is on women empowerment, the significance increases by double folds. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, however, if few lines can be added after the case study to incorporate the area of study i.e. Odisha and Gujrat to reinforce the idea of Case study. 
	

	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.


	Abstract contains all the main ideas from different sections of the paper to draw attentions of the readers and meaningfully convey the research paper. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Although all the different components of the research are presented beautifully in an informative manner, Literature review is missing which overshadows all other components irrespective of how informative they are. In absence of literature review, all the variables studied, the diary models presented, findings/ discussions of the results lose its scientific value. 
	

	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, although it can be revisited. For instance, on Page 2,  “It raises critical questions regarding the effectiveness, inclusive, and functionality of dairy cooperatives…..” inclusivity seems more suitable than inclusive
	

	Optional/General comments


	The research methods includes interviews as one of the data collection methods, if the researchers could include how these qualitative data has been analysed, it would add value. 
add literatures reviewed as a section.
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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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	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	NO
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	Not at the moment
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