
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

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

 
Journal Name: Asian Journal of Research in Animal and Veterinary Sciences  
Manuscript Number: Ms_AJRAVS_39782 
Title of the Manuscript:  

Response of Broiler Chickens under Dexamethasone Induced Stress Conditions. 

Type of the Article Original Research Article 
 
 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline) 
 

 
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. Please rewrite the aim of the presented study. It is not compatible either with the title nor 
the conclusions. 
2. Some of the information from the M&M can be omitted (e.g. the population level in area 
where the study was conducted, the formulas for calculation of weight gain and feed 
conversion ratio). 
3. The feed intake was monitored. Can the water intake be estimated? It was at the same 
level in all groups ? It is crucial question, since the dexamethasone was given with drinking 
water. 
4. The Authors write about the climate. Can They specify the time of year (season) when 
the experiment was conducted? 
5. The statistical analysis showed that there was no difference between groups in rectal 
temperature and respiratory rate. Therefore, it can’t be written that “numerically a decrease 
was observed” but it can be expressed as the occurrence of “a trend”. 
6. The expression “tibia composition” should be changed to “tibia geometric properties” 
7. The robusticity index was defined as a bone length to cube root of bone weight ratio. 
Therefore, in Table 4, please correct “cm/g3” to “cm/g1/3”. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

I would also suggest a "linguistic/English review".  
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