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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer's comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with
reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript.
It is mandatory that authors should
write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1.

Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide

additional suggestions/comments)

1. In my opinion, This Article Is Very Good and Important For The Development Of Science
In The Scientific Community, Development of local products from processed milk and Also
very Important For The Small Business Community

2. In my opinion, the title of the article is good, short and concise, clear and in accordance
with the purpose of the content of the article.

3. Inmy opinion, the abstract of the article is complete, short, concise, clear and has
described the aims, objectives, design, materials used, time and place, methodology and
research results very precisely and concisely.

4. In my opinion, the subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate according
to the standards for writing research articles.

5. In my opinion, the manuscript is correct and scientifically feasible. The results of this
research are very useful for the development of knowledge for the scientific community, as
well as Development of local products from processed milk and useful for the small business
community

6. In my opinion, the references used are quite good and support the article and suit the needs
of the discussion. In terms of news, Even though there are references that are more than 10
years old, overall they are still acceptable.

Minor REVISION comments

1.

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

In my opinion, the quality of articles in English is suitable for scientific communication. The
language used in writing articles can be understood clearly.

Optional/General comments

In general, the article is quite good, interesting and very useful for innovation and
development of processed products made from milk. This research has also made a good
contribution to optimizing processes and equipment in making thabdi products better.
Congratulations and success.
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Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight
that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her
feedback here)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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