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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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 
 

1. Introduction part of the manuscript needs to be re- write considering the title and objectives 
of the study. 

2. Study year may be included in the methodology part. 
3. References should be written uniform and according to the style and guideline of the journal 
4. Line 21: The reference in the abstract mentioned Oko et al., 2013 while details in reference 

part shows the year 2014, the year may be checked and corrected. 
5. Details of various references mentioned in the text have not been included in the reference 

part of the manuscript, the same needs to be included. (reference in Line No. 61, 68, 73, 76, 
97 and 116) 

6. Line No. 62 and 63 needs to re-write. 
7. Line No. 68: Aspilia Africana has been written Africana africana, needs to be corrected. 
8.  Line No. 90: The reference kuaite 1999 may be written as Kuaite et al., 1999 
9. Table 1 and 2: The sum of ingredient for control and different groups were 102, however it 

should be 100. Needs to check and corrected. 
10. Table 3 and 4: Units of parameter in the Table should be provided. 
11. Table 5: Units of live weight has been given in gram (g), needs to be checked. 
12. Table 6: Units of parameter in the Table should be provided. Cost per unit weight has been 

wrongly calculated. Needs to check and corrected. 
13. Line No. 190-196: First reference Adedeji et al., 2015a has been written two times, one 

should be deleted. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. Some spelling and grammar mistakes have been observed in the manuscript, the same 
may be corrected.  
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