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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, because the method of data collection and analysis has a measurable evidence that is
subject to the principles of logic and reasoning.

Alternative Title: Sheep Rearing in Yadgir, Karnataka: A comprehensive study on factors
affecting sheep rearing and reasons for liquidation of Kenguri sheep.

Yes

There is no section for presentation of data collected before the statistical analysis.

The manuscript is scientifically correct because the statistical tool employed provides a
transparent and interpretable result. The research story is coherent with justifications.

The reference is sufficient, but more than 50% is outdated based on scientific nature of the
study. There is a mixed-up of different referencing styles.

There should be summary before conclusion.
The work should be properly edited. Subsections should be in first letter cap. Example
“Materials and Methods” and again “Result and Discussion”

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly Yes
communications?
Optional/General comments
OK
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