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PART  1: Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback 
(Please correct the 
manuscript and 
highlight that part in the 
manuscript. It is 
mandatory that authors 
should write his/her 
feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

In recent years, the demand for quality meat for human consumption has increased significantly worldwide. Therefore, the adoption of hygienic 
practices in meat production and processing is of great importance for stakeholders to achieve high quality and safe meat production that would 
further enhance and supplement human nutrition. Therefore, this study will valorize the aspects of primary production practices including hygiene in 
feeding and environment, animal health management and biosecurity measures among farmers. The results of the present study will promote the 
adoption of hygienic production and handling practices in all segments of the red meat value chain. 

 

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

Yes, but with few modification  
The proposed title of this manuscript should be: Adoption of hygienic meat production and handling practices among value chain stakeholders 
of chevon and carabeef in Kerala, India.   
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

The abstract is not comprehensive as it lacks the correct sequence of components such as background, purpose, focus, methods, results and 
conclusions. 
 
I suggest that the author reorganize the presentation pattern to address the following brief components: background, purpose, focus, methods, 
results, and conclusion. I also suggest that the summary of results in Tables 1, 2, and 3 should be included in the abstract. 

 

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

Yes  

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 

The references are NOT sufficient as the author only provided few non-recent references. In addition, some references are misquoted and do not 
support the cited results or claims. 

 

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

 

The spongy English language used by the author needs to be revised. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

On behalf of the editorial team of the journal, I thank you for your efforts to produce a manuscript that may be of interest to the research community.  
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
Reviewer Details: 

Name: Alhaji Modu Bukar 

Department, University & Country Ramat Polytechnic Maiduguri, Nigeria 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


