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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Topic: Not clear and requires improvement 
Abstract: Lines 20-22; ............. 90.47% of them are aware that high sunshine have effect 
on egg production, while 73.8%, 67.86% and 71.43% are aware that high temperature and 
low rainfall leads to low egg quality, results to high food availability and reduces quality of 
grains respectively. Comment: The language is poor and information is unclear 
 
Main Document:  
Examples of sections in the document where language requires improvement:  
-Lines 30-31, 35 (....whole world at large.), 37-40, 43 (....AFT (2007)), 64 (.....spray of 
diseases....), 66-67 (....poultry birds....) and 75-79 (the sentence is long and has many typo 
errors).  
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