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	TITLE

I thank the authors for considering my title suggestion.
ABSTRACT
The abstract has been improved according to my first comments.

However, I still observations:
“ Based on the results of the present study, it can be concluded that the intensive rearing system is superior to semi-intensive and extensive rearing systems due to its significant advantages.”

This last sentence of the abstract and does not reflect the results. For me, the conclusion of this work should be specific and related to the system that positively impacts the Hemato-Biochemical variables in the goats (according the work’s objective and title)

INTRODUCTION
The introduction has been improved, and the gap is now well stated.
However, it still contains many repetitions.

For instance:

1. Hemato-biochemical measures serve as sensitive markers of physiological and nutritional status in various management systems
2. Biochemical variables of blood are generally used to monitor and evaluate health, nutritional and physiological status of ruminants (Chapple et al., 1991; Gupta et al., 2007 and Al-Eissa et al., 2012)
3. Blood biochemical parameters serve as indicators of physiological state and a true reflection of the health status of animals
4. The biochemical and hematology profiles can also be used to assess the immunity status in goats (Al-Seaf and AlHarbi, 2012).
For me, all these sentences are stating almost the same idea. I would like the authors to rephrase it.
MATERAL AND METHODS

The agroecological characteristics of the area where the study was conducted, is not still provided. It would be good to provide such information to well present the environment.
Also, information about the quality of the feeds used is not still provided. What is the composition (physical and chemical) of the feed resources used during the study? Concentrate? Forage? Since this could also affect the blood Hemato-Biochemical parameters. For me, such information is important in the way that it will allow to explain the results.
CONCLUSION

For me, the conclusion provided has not reflected the results. It is too wide and seems. This section should bring the specific conclusion out of the study. There are many other domains your study did not cover, and then you cannot conclude the work as you did. Please, refer to my first comments on the conclusion.
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