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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 

 

The abstract should be precise and represent the 

research paper with aims, methods, major findings and 

conclusion. No citation is required in this section. 

Introduction: the problem statement, what has been 

done and the research gap is not indicated. In addition, 

the manuscript lacks objective/s. 

Result and discussion: major findings of the research 

should be stated, supported by tables and figures, 

followed by discussion with comparison/similarities 

with other works. It should be exhaustive.  

See the comments on the word file. 

 

The abstract is précised; Citation has been 
removed from abstract.  
 
Problem statement and research gap is 
highlighted in the abstract.  
 
Modification have been done  
 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Caption for figure 1 should be included 

Provide where citations are missing 

Avoid local terms/as we are working with international 

scientific community 

See the comments on the word file. 

 

Local terms are also changed.  

All other changes take place in original revised 

paper.  

Optional/General comments 

 

The title ‘production’ is broad. I think what is considered 

in the manuscript is not sufficient in relation to the 

topic/production, and if possible we might include other 

aspects of production such as breeds kept, feeding and 

feed sources, watering, breeding system, marketing and 

record keeping. If possible comparison can be made with 

urban diary system or can be viewed as smallholder Vs 

commercial, or based on farm size. I have general 

comment to check what is possible. 

 

Topic is now modified in the erevised paper.  

 

 


