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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	This manuscript is very well written and presents interesting and relevant information for the scientific community, contributing valuable insights to the field. The clarity of the writing and the careful presentation of the data enhance its accessibility and potential impact. Although I noted the absence of a verification of lactoferrin presence, this does not detract from the merit of the work. Instead, it should be seen as a constructive suggestion for future studies that could further enrich the findings presented here.
	Not to declare

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable, as it accurately reflects the content and scope of the study while being clear and concise.


	

	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 of the article is comprehensive and well-structured, clearly summarizing the main objectives, methods, and findings. I do not see the need for additions or deletions in this section. However, it might be worthwhile to consider including, in future studies, an evaluation involving lactoferrin, which could provide an additional layer of valuable information to complement the current results.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, OK.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent, adequately supporting the study and its scientific context.
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Not to declare.
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