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	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.


	This manuscript provides valuable insights into the current state of herbaceous pastoral resources in the Domba region of Mali, a topic of growing importance in the face of land degradation, overgrazing, and human-induced environmental pressures. By assessing species composition, biomass production, and pastoral value, the study offers baseline data critical for sustainable land and livestock management in semi-arid regions. The research also underscores the urgency of rehabilitating degraded pastoral zones and integrating forage development in dry-season feeding strategies. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is informative but could be made more concise and engaging. A suggested alternative title is:
"Evaluation of Herbaceous Pastoral Resources in the Domba Region, Southern Mali"

	

	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 provides a general overview of the study objectives, methods, and key findings. However, a few improvements are recommended:

· Clarify the research methodology briefly (e.g., number of survey plots or sampling details).

· Improve flow and reduce redundancy in some sentences (e.g., remove repetition of species percentages and biomass data).

· Mention the specific implications of findings for policy or land management in the final sentence.

· Consider reorganizing for better structure: Objective, Methods, Key Results, Conclusion/Implications.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound with appropriate methods used to assess herbaceous composition and biomass. The results are presented clearly and are consistent with the study objectives. However, additional clarification on the sampling design, data analysis methods, and comparison metrics (e.g., definition of “pastoral value” and its reference range) would strengthen the scientific rigor. A more thorough discussion linking findings to broader ecological or livestock productivity trends would also be beneficial.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript would benefit from a broader and more updated reference base, particularly from peer-reviewed literature on similar assessments in West Africa or the Sahel. Consider adding recent studies on pastoral resource monitoring, sustainable rangeland management, or the impact of land use changes on herbaceous biodiversity. If available, references from the past 5–10 years should be prioritized.

	

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


	The language requires moderate revision for clarity, grammar, and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)
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