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

 
The subject of manuscript is original but the manuscript did not write according to 
scientific article writing techniques or rules, and hypothesis is not clear.  
For example; the material and methods are not enough. The male or female 
number???Equal!! 
-Analyzed analysis of experimental diets?? 
-Vitamin C, E and A contents of diets???Calculated or analysed?? 
-Vitamin premix??Commercial or special preparing for this experiment. The premix 
contains Vitamin E (????Which form) and Vitamin A!!!! 
-The last group (mixture) why 0.9 level!!! 
-Two control groups; positive and negative groups (control and T2) 
-Housing???Not enough information!!!type of house 
-Chemical analysis method?????in feed and excreta       
-crude sources of vitamins?? Crude is not suitable word, natural additives 
-Ethics and animal welfare considering in trial. 
-The replicate number is not enough 
-the genotype!!!Anak strain, compare with the other studies, it is difficult in view of 
discussion.    
-the tables should be reordered.  
Table 2 should be given as graphic. 
P<0.0001 is not, P<0.05 or P<0.01 or P≤0.05 
-The identification of experimental groups should be given as dip note at tables.    
 
As a result; The manuscript is suitable for publication after revisions. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Commercial  
To make them equal 
T1 is the control while T2 is the diet that contained synthetic vitamin C 
It shall be provided 
 
Natural shall be adopted 
 
 
 
 
You should be talking about Table 3 and not Table 2 
P<0.05 
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