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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 
 

 
Good job. Here are some suggestions:  
 

1. This manuscript is too short. Excluding the reference section will leave it 
with only 11 pages. More information can be added to it. can be added to it. 

2. A literature review section can be created to include previous literatures from 
on related topics and show where this work can fit in this field.  

3. A hint of the research results can be included in the abstract to make the 
readership aware.  

4. Please check the referencing style 
5. SWOT analysis, is part of the title which makes it an integral part of this 

manuscript. However, little has been said on how the concept relates to the 
Poultry field. 

6. The introduction of this manuscript is only half a page. More information can 
be added to this section especially concerning the actual background of the 
topic. 
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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. 

 

Kindly see the following link:  

 

http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20  
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