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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

This manuscript focused on assessing the effect of Garlic (Allium sativum) Powder as additive in diet 
of broilers on growth performance, carcass characteristics, haematology, serum chemistry and the 
economic implication. 
Although the topics of the research are suitable for the scope of this journal, I have stronger reasons 
that hamper me to accept this manuscript for publication. The experimental design and statistical 
analysis are not suitable with the experimental design. 
Experimental design 
I did not understand the reason you used the levels 2, 3 and 4. Why did not you use the level 1, for 
example? 
Statistical analysis: 
The average comparison presented is not reliable. As you were using different levels as treatments, I 
do think you should use a regression analysis to compare these treatments.  
Specific details:  
Abstract: Esta secção deve apresentar a duração do ensaio de alimentação. Também deve ser 
descrito quais parâmetros foram avaliados; 
Introduction: The introduction lacks of strength. Aims of the study are not clear. Bibliographic 
references are outdated. 
The authors should present some references to the set of sentences presented in the third paragraph 
of the introduction.  
Table 1: Which ingredient was replaced with garlic powder? According to the table 1, garlic powder 
was not included in the additive’s tested. 
Results section is depending on the statistical analysis performed and thus are not suitable.  
Discussion and conclusions lacks of strength and are speculative. 
There are failures in formatting the references described in the text. 
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