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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

The experiment demonstrated replacement of soybean with lima bean meal from 25
to 100 percent. Perhaps, heading should be reconsidered.

Feed formulation and proximate analysis of tested diets eg treatment 1 and 5 with
was used soybean (48 CP) and lima bean (36 CP). However, the CP treatment 5
showed higher CP when replaced with relatively lower at 10 percent CP. This was
contradictory.

In conclusion, parameters eg weight gain vs Specific growth rate and FCR was
compared for arecommended replacement of lima beam. Perhaps, estimation of
diets cost to demonstrate cost-effectiveness will be valuable parameter.

Minor REVISION comments

There were minor error of spelling, punctuation, space throughout the manuscript.
Stocking density should be provided if the density used is practical.
FCR found in this study should be compared or mentioned in discussion.

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

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)
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