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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 more than important, timely and contributing much to our scientific community which showed previous and future gaps in the areas to the communities. The article was brief and smartly articulated. I hope this article will be baseline for future assessment in the same theme.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes it is very enough, However from this review point of reviewer,  the work was more exhaustly focused to assessment in the areas, so ‘’The Title is informative if ‘’Assessment of Constraints Associated with Sheep Production Practices in Hassan district of Karnataka, Country Name or direction of the state of study Areas’’


	

	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.


	Begin in the abstract section with the study was conducted with objective of what? And from which date /year/ through which year or date the study/assessment was conducted be added. Finally, the way forward /suggestion by the author be added in end line accordingly the guideline of Journal requirement word number in abstract 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Very correct. However, This Reviewer would suggest that Table 5 was Supposed to be summarized/reported in in descriptive statistics, ANOVA tool was none appropriate and unclear. The MAJOR effects/ factors/didn’t mentioned in methodology too.  Instead it would be better the author summarize this section either in percentage or using Index systems. Otherwise the author better justifies why it was summarized in ANOVA.
Introduction: The introduction part lacks a detail and only conveys justification. Some backgrounds and previous works in the areas are demanded.

Recommendation was expected to forward in the section of conclusion. What was expected from whom in future in the aforementioned described potential production constraints. Be forwarded in one or two lines.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References parts are fine and recent! Described in both inside text document and reference section. 
	

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


	English Language is great and excellent.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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