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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

Work is good and interesting, highlights the nutritional
aspect of amino acids that should be included in bird
diets, however the cost as well as the availability
should be considered.

It is recommended to update the bibliographic support
that can support and contrast the results obtained

That the references are written according to the writing
style that is requested

Include in each paragraph the respective support or
reference

The nutritional aspects of the most limiting
amino acids and their requirements are in
Table 1 (NRC, 1994). Other useful details are
in the Introduction Section and the amino acid
compositions from manufacturers.

A thorough review of all studies ever carried
out on Ideal Protein concept was done. You
will see old literatures as well as some recent
ones.

Minor REVISION comments

Include in the results section tables 3 and 4

Caring for the writing style of the results - are many -
highlighting the "most important"

The inclusion of the references correctly - both in the
paragraphs, as in the list of references

Corrected as directed.

Optional/General comments

In the document some errors of writing (marked in the
text) are observed.

it is recommended to compare similar current studies
with the results obtained.

Corrected as suggested.
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