
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 

Journal Name:  Journal of Experimental Agriculture International 

Manuscript Number: Ms_JEAI_50694 

Title of the Manuscript:  
Effect of Substituting Poultry Waste Meal for Maize in the Diet of the African Clariid Catfish, Clarias gariepinus (Burchell 1822) Juveniles 

Type of the Article Original Research Article 

 
 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline) 
 

 
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 
 

 
 

The proportions of the given substance in the diet do not keep. 100% is not used in 
the so-called group. 75% of the given substance is used. this needs to be revised 
again.  

 
 
it may also be necessary to look at the microbial load of the substance used. 
 
it would be more appropriate to give links to other studies instead of giving results 
in the discussion section. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
biochemical contents of other raw materials could also be given. 
The average weight increase statistics should be reviewed. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The English of the article should be corrected. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Önder Yildirim  

Department, University & Country Mugla Sitki Kocman University, Turkey 

 
 


