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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.


	This MS contributes valuable empirical evidence on household-level breed preferences in a fragile, arid livestock production system, thereby enriching the limited socio-economic literature on small ruminant decision-making in the Sahel. the findings may support evidence-based interventions targeting sustainable goat production systems in West Africa and similar dryland environments globally.
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No explicit ethical violations are evident.
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