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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 review is valuable for researchers, policymakers, and practitioners as it links scientific evidence with livelihood diversification, climate resilience, and market differentiation. Overall, the manuscript contributes meaningfully to understanding the future trajectory of India’s dairy sector.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, informative, and accurately reflects the scope and content of the manuscript. No change is required.
	

	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 well-structured, comprehensive, and clearly outlines the scope, key arguments, and conclusions of the review. It effectively highlights the concept of a “portfolio of pathways” in non-bovine dairying.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and well-referenced. The arguments are logically developed, and interpretations are supported by current literature. The review appropriately integrates compositional science, processing technology, value-chain economics, and sustainability considerations. The discussion remains balanced and avoids overstatement of health claims, which strengthens its scientific credibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is extensive, relevant, and up to date, with a strong representation of recent literature (2020–2025). The citations adequately support the discussion across species, processing technologies, and policy dimensions. No additional references are strictly required.
	

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


	Yes, the manuscript is written in clear, professional, and scholarly English. The language quality is high, with coherent flow and appropriate technical terminology.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures and tables are informative and well-integrated with the text.
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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 involved, as this is a review article based on published literature.
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