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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)

2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article
comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the
manuscript appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically

correct?

6. Arethe 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)

Yes the Manuscript address a key aspects of the social
economic life of the community. Dairy farming is a key
economic activity in most societies today and such this
manuscript will offer insight on best feeding and
management practices for dairy farmers across the globe.

The title is not clear. Restructure it to refer to the existing dairy
feeding and housing management practices by Rajbanshi
farmers. This will ensure that reader does not confuse the feeding
and housing management of dairy farmers with that of the dairy
COWS.

The abstract need to come out clearly on the methodology
aspects including target population, sampling techniques and
data collection tools and may be summarize the major findings
and recommendations.

The sections are adequate but may be the researcher would
include a section on recommendations from the findings.

Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.

Some references are very old dating back to 1994, 1996, 1997
among others

The sampling techniques used are not clear. Randomly
selection as used in the article is not clear whether the
researcher used simple random sampling, stratified or
cluster among other random sampling techniques.

The target population of the study have not been provided
and justified.

The data collection tools need to be clear. Is it interview
guides, questionnaires or both?

Include the ethical requirements at the methodology section.
The qualitative data collected through the interviews are
missing in the results and discussions findings.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Islanguage/English quality of the article
suitable for scholarly communications?

The language is clear except a few instances thus the article
needs a grammar check

In the first sentence of the introduction, check the tense. Is it
provided or is it provides?

Optional/General comments

The reviewer to address the few comments indicated above for
the publication of the manuscript
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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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