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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)

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

Are the 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, itis an interesting research article that needs to be published. It clearly mentions the
need for multi- institutional approaches to make the technology available to farmers and
pastoral communities. In order to improve the quality of this article, the following points
should be noted

No, Establishment of multi-institutional model for the delivery of livestock technology needs
in arid and semi-arid areas of Kenya

No, it is needs to given in a better manner

Yes

Yes

References are insufficient.

Authors should describe how the samples were collected

Authors should describe methodologies for ranking diseases, constraints and priority
technology.

Authors must to use an appropriate statistical technigque to convey the findings.

The information on multi-institutional models and its impact on pastoral communities are
insufficient

In the discussion part, it is important to make explicit comparisons with previous research.
It seems like the material in the recommendations section is being duplicated.

Please define the abbreviations in the abstract and in the manuscript as well as possible

Minor REVISION comments

1.

Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

Yes, but a minor correction is needed (indicated in the reviewed manuscript copy)

Optional/General comments

Authors should cite manuscripts in both the table of contents and the bibliography according to
journal norms
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