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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 

his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 
The title of manuscript is suitable for this study. “Social and productive indicators of 
forage palm and the survival of livestock activity in the semi-arid region of north-
eastern Brazil”. 
The introduction and manuscript are lacks the scientific binding tools known in 
scientific research as on however, therefore, moreover and etc. 
- There are problems in the references as: (There is no reference in the discussion 
and results, and should be linked to previous studies in the region of Brazil or 
neighboring countries, for example). 
 
- The methodology is a suitable, and the years of study are sufficient. 
 
- The result and discussion are needed references and should be linked to previous 
studies in the region. 
- Opuntia fícus indica Mill.: Opuntia fícus indica Mill. 
You should review the manuscript well, and improve the results and discussion and 
added to references. 

 
The reviewer's comments were all adhered to and the text as a whole 
improved. 
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