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Compulsory REVISION comments

Yes.

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) Multi-institutional model for the delivery of livestock technology needs in Arid and Semi-Arid

Lands of Isiolo and Kajiado counties

2. Is thetitle of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title) Yes
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Too many subheadings. It needs to be reduced in a compact manner.
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? e Yes More citation needs to be included in the introduction.

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

e Write the implications of this study and contributions to the present body of knowledge

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of e Review of the literature need to be added in the result and discussion part.
additional references, please mention in the review form. « Discussion of result is lacking
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communications?

Optional/General comments Recommendations should be come out from the study itself, not a general recommendation
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