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Minor REVISION comments 

 

1. Line 34: firstly 

2. Line 35:ccollective           collective 

3. Line 60: “Western Kenya produces about 215 Million 

litres of milk, is a deficit region”. There are two verb 

in this sentence. Please modify it. 

4. Line 105: “According to”, no prep. Object. 

5. Line 133:” [24] reported”, no Subject. 

6. Line 135: “[4] also reported” , no Subject. 
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When I received your submission, I carried out our first-
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