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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. 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. In this paper, The study contributes to the preservation and dissemination of indigenous
knowledge related to Urochloa seed processing method. Thereby reducing the dependence of
importing seeds to enhance livestock production. These findings underscore the potential of
Urochloa seed production as a profitable agricultural activity that can contribute to the economic
well-being of farmers in the region
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Possible to include a review of the literature section.

Include more references in the literature and in the references.

Include more definitions of methodology and techniques under Mathematical Background

example related to simple statistical analysis.

4. In section 3 title mentioned results and discussions and also mentioned the same in sub-
sections 3.5. Possible to change.

5. Explain your data collection and data pre-processing and its techniques.

6. Include graphs relating to your proposed work and the same graph and table number
mentioned in the results and discussions sections.

7. Include further research after the result and discussion.

8. Inthe table, mention the scale in the heading only, not mention every row.

9. Possible to avoid the citation in the discussion. 7, 11, 12, 3 are mentioned in the

discussion section.
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?
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