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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 
 

A very good research but I made some minor revision which have 
been highlighted and corrected on the manuscript. 
 
 

The abstract has been reduced to less than 300 words which is within the journal’s stipulated 

guideline.  The superscripts has been corrected, in FCR the higher the figure the poorer the 

FCR, so T1 has better FCR followed by T2 and T3. The mortality rate in treatment one and two 

is not high because we had six rabbits in each treatment, we lose two animals in treatment one 

and one in treatment two though when expressed or calculated on percentage basis it seem to 

be high but it is not. 

The explanation on the economics of production has been made and highlighted. 

 
Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
*Experimental site should be used instead of Location 
*Kcal/kg should be removed from the experimental diet. 
 
 

The experimental location has been corrected to experimental site. 
Kcal/kg has been removed from experimental diet 
On the reference pages, all the  journal cited has been italized 
 

Optional/General comments 
 

Very good research work   
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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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 


