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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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.


	The author(s) conducted a good study which included:

1. Evaluate the impact of strategic nutritional interventions, including flushing, late-pregnancy supplementation, lactation feeding, groundnut oil supplementation, and tree fodder cultivation, on improving fertility, lamb survival, and ewe productivity in smallholder sheep farming systems.

2. The conclusions and recommendations mentioned by the researcher were very useful for sheep farmers in the region.

3. The researcher used a good number of references.

4. It will be better to mention to the details of the statistical model.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes very suitable
	

	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.
	Yes, the abstract good enough and not need to any deletion or addition, but only some changes which I recorded as comments.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes,

1. The author(s) used the suitable approach in the research methodology and discussion of the results, but I think it needs some changes as I record.

2. The research results were very useful and of scientific value that enrich the field of scientific knowledge in the field of study.
	

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

I correct some of them and suggest checking the references in the text with the list of references because some of them were found only in the text.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, it is good
	

	Optional/General comments


	I suggest checking the results of some traits in Figure (4) because there was a difference in the figure comparing with that in the test of the abstract and results.
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