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I think that the manuscript is good for the beef cattle production in Marsabit County.  
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
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Acceptable and will be published. Reference parts adding some references and after that it 
accepted for publication.   
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Please write few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
think that this manuscript is scientifically robust 
and technically sound? Minimum 3-4 sentences 
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The abstract is good. Introduction part is well understanding. The materials and methods and 
results and discussions parts write accordingly. The reference parts adding some references 
and after that it accepted for publication.  
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Overall good and reference parts adding some references and after that it accepted for 
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