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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 
 

It is suggested, if there is such information, that the authors insert the age range of the 
interviewees in the research and some more details about their characteristics. For 
example: how long have they been working as farmers; if your goat farms have many 
individuals.... 
Information in this sense helps readers understand more about the profile of the 
interviewees (main characters) in the study. 

 
In the 'conclusion' topic, it is recommended that authors do not repeat the results presented 
in the topic with the same name. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The study covers an important topic for a specific population in a place in the world and 
therefore receives the importance that its data and results achieved deserve. 
Not only for the local population, but also important to spread this knowledge of the subject 
studied to readers around the world through the publication of studies like this. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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