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manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is 
mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
This is a good article which provides the importance of goats in the country’s district which is drought-ridden and 
poverty riddled. However the author is advised to come out more clearly to argue the case with similar studies from 
literature as would be shown below. 
 
The study should include the following:  

 At the end of the introduction, indicate what the study will discuss (include). 

 OBJECTIVES OF THE STUDY?? 

 LITERATURE REVIEW (Provide the findings from related studies) 

MATERIALS AND METHODS  
Include the following:  
 
Data collection methods should be identified and why? 

How were beneficiaries identified? 

If any sample used, identify it and why you chose it? 

 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION (Discussion is one sided: I expect the author to confirm and contrast findings from literature and 

empirical). This will then give the author to identify the findings otherwise the author has pre-determined findings.  As it is, it is 

merely a story. 

CONCLUSION 
Recommendations??? 
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