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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Ethical issues  
The article has scientific relevance, but the 
RDECRM treatment worries me for two 
serious reasons:  
 
1º It is necessary to carry out 
microbiological analyzes of this material 
that came into contact with ruminal content. 
Would not it be more interesting to ferment 
cassava root meal with a known and 
controlled bacterial community? 
 

2º What is the technical applicability of this 
treatment? 
My biggest question is about the sanity and 
applicability of  Rumen digesta-ensiled cassava 
root meal treatment? 
The work has applicability but no data have been 
presented to clarify the microbiological quality of  
this treatment. 

 
I also consider the introduction of the paper a bit  
"lost", especially the second paragraph. 

 

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

What is the lineage of chicken used? 
Why choose a chicken with 10 weeks, the ideal and 
with 2 to 4 weeks? 
 
For a digestibility experiment 4 animals per treatment is 
a very low number because they have not used any 
more animals? 
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Optional/General  comments 
 

The article has scientific relevance, but the RDECRM 
treatment worries me for two serious reasons:  
 
1º It is necessary to carry out microbiological analyzes 
of this material that came into contact with ruminal 
content. Would not it be more interesting to ferment 
cassava root meal with a known and controlled 
bacterial community? 
 
2º What is the technical applicability of this treatment? 
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