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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Compulsory The title is of utmost interest but the manuscript is not recommended for publication
REVISION in its present state due to many problems including:
comments 1. The title is on the effect on poultry but the content is too general and does
not provide a critical review of the problem.
2. The textis poorly organised
3. The language is quite poor.
Authors are advised to do a critical review of the subject under the following
headings:
1. Introduction - giving a justification of what is being reviewed- availability
and uses of the seed (indicate if any seasonal effect on availability) .
2. Nutritive and anti-nutritive composition of jack bean seed. The threshold of
anti-nutrients for poultry where available needs to be stated.
3. Recommendations in poultry diets (broilers, layers)
4. Processing for improving nutritive quality
5. Further research
6. Conclusions
7. After the changes, authors need to rewrite the abstract and improve the
language.
8. Line numbering to be complete.
NB: I will be glad to see a revised version of the manuscript, please.
Minor REVISION
comments
Optional /General
comments
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