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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 offers a timely and comprehensive synthesis of the role of non-bovine dairy species in India. By integrating perspectives from production, food science, value chains, and sustainability, it addresses an important gap in dairy systems research. The species-wise analysis provides useful insights for researchers, policymakers, and industry stakeholders, while contributing to discussions on climate resilience and diversification in agri-food systems.
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	Yes, the title 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.


	Although the abstract is generally well structured, it remains broad and largely descriptive. It does not clearly articulate the review methodology, inclusion criteria, or analytical approach adopted, which limits transparency. In addition, the abstract could better highlight the key findings or comparative insights rather than listing thematic areas, to strengthen its informational value for readers.
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	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
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	Optional/General comments


	- Despite its strengths, the manuscript requires major revision to improve methodological transparency, analytical depth, and clarity of policy implications. Addressing these issues would significantly enhance its scholarly contribution and practical relevance.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues are apparent; however, the manuscript could explicitly state that it is a narrative review based solely on secondary data. 
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