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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 
 

 
Line 7 – Performed should be changed to carryout  

Line 9 – What was the control made up of? 

Line 16 – Can be used as an alternative feed ingredient 

Line 51 – Experiment should be changed to study  

Line 52 – It should read which were replicated 3 times, made up of 4 pigs in each pen. 

Line 58 – 61 – Please give details of how you fed, cared and removed the waste. Not 

everybody knows the NIAS, Korea guideline. 

Line 62 – Let your table 1 be in one page with the heading. 

Line 64 – 68 – Please your calculated values should align under the table for easy 

understanding.  

Line 78 – It should be at 14 weeks of experiment, pigs …. 

Line 194 – Please recast for easy understanding  

Note:  

All et al should be in italics and immediately after the authors name and et al, put the year.   

In your reference, no Camp et al (2003) and AOAC. Please some of your references are 
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incomplete  and use the recent referencing style (APA format, 6
th
 Edition 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Publishable with minor revision and please adhere to APA 6

th
 Edition of referencing.  
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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) 
 
 

 
 
 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
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