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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 REVISION comments

Line 1-2: The topic “Aggregation of basic regular blood
elements in calves of milk feeding” should be
“Aggregation of basic regular blood elements in calves
during the phase of milk feeding”.

Line 4-32: There should be a more orderly and concise
arrangement of the abstract with abstract content
appearing under appropriate subtitles such as “aim”,

LI

“study design”, “place and duration of study”,
“methodology”, “results” and “Conclusion”

Line 5-6, 10: In place of writing “black-many coloured
breed” find out the specific breed of calf used and
report it.

Line 6-7: The statement “between the 11th and the
30th days of life” should be between 11 to 30 days of
life.

Line 9-10: The statement “work was conducted with
the help of 39 calves of black-many colored breed,
taken into investigation on the 11th day of life” is not
grammatically correct and seems unnecessarily
repetitive in abstract, please remove.

Line 14: “to the increase of spontaneous aggregation”
should be replaced with “for the increase in
spontaneous aggregation”

Line 19, 21, 23: Write the full meaning of the acronym
“AP” and “ADP”.

Line 24-25: poor grammatical construction, please
rephrase the statement correctly and be concise and
clear with your report.

Line 41: “Its evidence is under” should be “it is evident
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under”

Line 83-84: “with alight tendency to strengthening” this
statement is grammatically incorrect. Did you mean
“with a slight tendency to increase”?

Line 85-86: From which days were there increase in
AHP and TBA active products?

Line 93-94, 103-104,107-108: What table is indicating
the results you are reporting? The table should appear
in results and not after reference.

Line 109-122: What is the significance or impact of the
aggregation of blood element? Please justify this
statement properly in your discussion so one can
understand better the basis of this research.

Line 121-122: Statement you made is not correct
should be “it can explain the slight ability in aggregation
of basic regular blood elements in calves during the
phase of milk feeding”.

Line 259-260: The figures in the table should show
level of significance (p value) if present .
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Minor REVISION comments

Line 5-6: “There was formed” and “which” should be
removed from the statement

Line 36: The statement “in a living body blood,” should
be “in a living body, blood,”

Line 39: It should be metabolic waste/ end products
and not metabolic products.

Line 43: Please what do you mean by “can break
metabolic processes”? Explain further. You can also
use a more appropriate scientific term e.g antagonize,
inhibit etc

Line 58: The statement “The work was conducted with
the help of 39 calves” should be “The work was
conducted using 39 calves”

Line 92: “to the rise of” should be “in the rise of”

Optional/General comments

There are too many errors in terms of grammatical
expressions in this manuscript. There can be a better
use of grammar.

The report can be made more straightforward and clear
enough to understand, moreover justify the work more
and essence of the research in your introduction.
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