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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title 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. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
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Optional/General comments 
 

Following assessment of the manuscript, it was found eligible for publication in this journal else 
some minor corrections as below: 

1. There were many ambiguous sentences in the manuscript. For example, what does the 
word “its” refer to in the first sentence of the abstract?? 

2. I think the “abstract” has no proper introduction, thus the objective of the study seems 
ambiguous.  

3. There were some sentences without verbs such as “Employing descriptive survey design 
on a target population of 109 top management in all the twenty-three animal feeds 
manufacturing firms in Meru County”. Thus, it is strictly recommended to revised the 
manuscript based on the English writing. 

4. In conclusion, following the word “one”, the word “second” is expected. 
5. I think the conclusion was written is a wrong process. I finally did not understand what are 

findings of the study. 
6. There were no keywords in this study. 
7. There were some citations which were not associated to the scientific sentences in the 

manuscript. Thus, it is recommended to check all the citations. 
8. The type of the study must be stated in title and in abstract. 
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