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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

Minor REVISION comments

Some additional changes to the text are given
in the attached file. The authors must consider
on the comments/suggestions by referee in
the attached file.

1. Depressed, changed toreduced
Cull, replaced with separate

3.  (15)unbold15

4. 3527.34 kcal/kg ) DM, corrected: 3527.34 kcal/kg ME)

5. (testingredient)

6. Envirnment, corrected: environment

7. Incorporated, changed to added

8. Shownin,

9. (control)added

10. with 0% MFRM (T1) serving as the control,

11. foot note on table 1 corrected to subscript as observed

12. at the same time replaces concurrently

13. protein conversion efficiency, added

14. the experimental period was 28 days, not 42

15. ME added

16. Less,changed tolesser

17. All corrections done in the manuscript are
highlightedyellow

Optional/Generalcomments

The organization of the artcle is good. This
paper is adequate for publication, but
corrections must be reviewed by author.
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