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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 
 

 
2.4 - Calculation (Measured parameters) can be used in place. 
 
 
28. Recorgnized should be used 
 
The use of CSM protein is not necessary, same also is applicable to Soyabean meal.  
I suggest you abbreviate the soya meal, for instance SBM 
 
 
 
 

 
2.4 – Corrected accordingly. 
Line 28 - Corrected accordingly in Line 33. 
 
Soyabean  meal written as SBM in Abstract and Materials and methods. 
In this study we replaced 10%, 20%, 30%, 40% and 50% SBM protein 
by using CSM. For this, we wrote SBM protein and CSM protein.  
 
N.B. Others highlighted areas in the manuscript were also corrected 
accordingly. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The conclusion of has been corrected  The conclusion has been corrected accordingly. 
 

Optional/General comments 
 

It is a good research; I suggest that it should be accepted once all necessary corrections 
are done.  
 
The research aims at reducing cost of feeding. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 


