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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.


	Thank you for the opportunity to read this research article. I found the article would be of interest to the scientific community as it provides empirical evidence on the availability and utilization of instructional facilities for teaching Animal Husbandry in secondary schools. The findings can help school leaders and policymakers improve agricultural education outcomes. Overall, the study provides context-specific data from Delta State that can guide better planning and support practical skills learning for students in similar settings.
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	Yes, the current title is generally suitable to the content of the article, but I would recommend shortening it by removing wordy and repetitive phrases to make it more direct and clear. 
	

	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 outlines the context, purpose of the study, methodology, and overall conclusions in a comprehensive way. However, I would suggest minor improvements to enhance clarity and precision. In particular, it would benefit from briefly specifying the study objectives (e.g., availability, extent of utilization, and challenges) and summarizing the key findings more concisely rather than listing many facilities. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is generally scientifically correct, the descriptive survey design is relevant to the objectives and methodology for assessing availability, utilization and challenges.  However, authors should clarify the sampling steps, improve the interpretation/decision rule for the availability scale to avoid misclassification and report reliability for each subscale. 
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	Yes, the manuscript includes relevant references. However, I would recommend to incorporate more recent widely cited empirical studies to enhance contextual relevance and depth of the literature review. 

	

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


	The manuscript is written in academic English. But, it would benefit from minor grammatical editing and proofreading to improve clarity, conciseness and overall flow.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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I have not noticed anything about major ethical issues as the authors didn’t state about consent forms or approval forms. Therefore, I suggest including a brief ethics statement to improve transparency of the study. 
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	The manuscript does not include a competing-interest (conflict of interest) declaration. Therefore, I recommend adding a brief a statement indicating that authors declare no competing-interest issues.
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	I have not noticed any evidence of plagiarism in the study. To verify plagiarism, manuscript should be checked using plagiarism checker tools.
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”


	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:



	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	8


	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback

	
	


Reviewer Details:
This section is mandatory to prepare the Reviewer Certificate. 

Please complete this section carefully. Reviewer Certificate will be generated by using this information only. 

Your Certificate will be wrong, if you provide incorrect information. 

Please note modification of certificate will not be possible after generation. 

Certificate will not be issued if incomplete information is provided.

	Name of the Reviewer
	Dr. Dilafruz Sarimsakova

	Department of Reviewer
	Department of Applied Aspects of English Language

	University or Institution of Reviewer
	Uzbekistan State World Languages University

	Country of Reviewer
	Uzbekistan

	Position: (Professor/lecturer, etc.) of Reviewer
	Associate Professor, PhD

	Email ID of Reviewer
	dilafruz89@gmail.com
dilafruz89@gmail.com

	WhatsApp Number of Reviewer (Optional)
	+998913423913

	Write 5-8 Keywords regarding expertise of Reviewer
	ELT Methodology, Materials development, classroom research, Teacher Research, Exploratory Action Research, Research Competence, Autonomous Learning,  


Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

