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	Reviewer’s comment

	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 under review is interesting and its publication is warranted. The authors evaluated the economic performance and sustainability of an elevated duplex housing systems integrating with sheep and poultry. Following the investigation, they concluded that the elevated duplex housing system offers significant economic and biological advantages over traditional sheep housing in scarce rainfall regions. Among the construction options, taddy log-based duplex housing was the most cost-effective, while galvanized structures offered greater long-term sustainability. Based on these findings, they recommend the large-scale adoption of the duplex housing model to improve livelihood security in rainfed farming systems. However, it presents significant weaknesses that must be addressed. First, only 11 references are included, the introduction section only includes one. This is insufficient for any type of publication with academic purposes. Second, the discussion section is nonexistent; its inclusion is necessary. Third, it is necessary to cite figures and charts in the text.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Considering the information contained in the manuscript, the title is suitable.
	

	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 manuscript abstract of the article is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript under review has correct scientific justification. However, it reveals significant weaknesses.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are insufficient.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The quality of the English in the revised manuscript is suitable for scholarly communications
	

	Optional/General comments
	The manuscript proposal is interesting. However, it is recommended to invite the authors to make some corrections. Authors are invited to review the attached file, which includes some specific comments.
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