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Compulsory REVISION comments 1. Commercial name should not be used in title. | Commercia name of the product has been
It may be mentioned in the materials and eliminated from the title page.
methods section only.

2. Only three replicates with 10 birds in one L
rep{icate do nr:)t conform to statistical needs We hav_e done analyses by statistician as
and hence the analysis cannot be accepted. per routine. Research was for MSc (Hons))

3. Itis clear that the birds were not fed with an | degree program. So the work should be
optimum diet which could have supported accepted.
their ‘l‘:’r;“il gb“"(‘i’thilBy re;t;icfti"g ths Whole work plan was fully scrutinized by
growth of the birds through deficient diets it . . . :
is not possible and not justified to judge the the §CI’UtI ny commlttee of th.e Univers Fy of
quality of a product. Hence, the acceptability Agriculture, Faisal abad So it should kindly
of the study is questionable and the paper e accepted for publication.
can not be accepted unless the authors come
up with a specific justification of this
particular type of feeding.

Minor REVISION comments 1. What was the breed of the chickens used? Strain of the birds has been included in the

2. What was the composition of the probiotic? manuscript.

3. The performance of T4 group has to be
explained. There is lack of linearity and this
needs explanation.

Optional /General comments
Created by: EA Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)




