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	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 paper is an applied study whose findings could inform poultry sector development policies in Tanzania.

· The economic and benefit analysis of Tanbro chicken farming is not viewed in a one-dimensional manner; rather, it thoughtfully incorporates and articulates key social dimensions—particularly those relating to women producers—such that the analyses are strategically framed to position poultry farming as a tool for empowering local women.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	yes
	

	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 issues that need to be revised in the findings—outlined below—may subsequently affect the Results section of the abstract, potentially leading to its revision.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Here is a polished, native-level English translation of the listed weaknesses and areas needing revision:

· The study population and sampling frame were limited, which weakens the generalizability of the findings.

· Although the research adopts a positivist approach, the findings are presented solely through descriptive analysis, with no use of inferential statistical methods—such as correlation analyses or hypothesis-testing models—to support the conclusions.

· A key question remains unaddressed in the findings: why were other cost components, particularly labor, omitted from the analysis?

· While Sasso and Kuroiler breeds are briefly mentioned, the study lacks any direct quantitative comparison (e.g., cost–benefit ratios, mortality rates) between Tanbro and other dual-purpose breeds. Such a comparison would have significantly clarified breed selection decisions for farmers.

· The study is cross-sectional and covers only a single production cycle. It does not account for seasonal fluctuations in feed costs, market prices, or disease incidence—factors that are especially critical in tropical regions with volatile climatic conditions. This omission may render the economic assessment overly optimistic.

· The analysis of production challenges does not examine external intervening factors—such as market dynamics, input supply chains, or policy-related constraints—that often lie beyond farmers’ control yet critically influence production costs and profitability.
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