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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (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.


	The manuscript is a basic Research and very informative, and Excellent.  Smartly articulated/narrated and can be baseline for the future studies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Needs a bit revision better to be re amended in ‘’ Assessment of Camel Production and Husbandry Practices in Selected Pastoral and Agro-Pastoral Districts of  Somali Regional State, Ethiopia
	

	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 conclusion is good. The first Paragraph has to started by indicating the date of the study conducted followed by the specific objectives, then the Results and conclusion. 
The statistical indices of the production constraints didn’t mentioned by figure and try to incorporate it. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Methodology:
Tools of statistical test missed in methodology to be mentioned by name. For instance, chi-square test and alpha values (p-value) to separate the observed mean.

The trait preference and selection criteria were supposed to be assessed in the methodology but not addressed or should voided from the methodology section.

Description study area lack the inside text References

In index calculations, Ranking system should follow the number of the study parameters. However Table 7- Table 9 didn’t followed the number of parameters and check that. 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Plural References (et al., ) should Italic or  unitalic  inconsistent throughout the entire document 

References in the body of manuscripts are excellent. However, not all them mentioned in the reference section in the final list. Example:Sisay Et al., 2015; Kaufmann & Blench, 2004; Husein et al., 2020; Gemedo-Dalle et al., 2006; Oba, 2014; Bekele & Ayele, 2011; Younas & Yaqoob, 2005; Devereux, 2006; Ibrahim & Mohammed , 2019; Yusuf et al., 2018; mohammed et al., 2020; Abebe & abate, 2019; Kassahun et al., 2016; Teka et al., 2018; Fekadu et al., 2018; Gebreyoahnnes et al., 2016.. missed in final list of reference section and vice versa 
There is a repeatedly typed Reference in the Reference section (Mirkena et al.)
	

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


	Yes, Excellent. Amended and concluded well in very understandable English
	

	Optional/General comments


	The conflict of Interest didn’t reported in the manuscript if might be among the guidelines of the journal and need to be incorporated in case. 
Study District is not supposed to be mentioned in the Title section. It has to be mentioned in the body of the article and re included in methodology 

The Reviewer declare/suggested: The manuscript be accepted and published with minor revision.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)

No.
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