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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

2.

3.

THE FOLLOWING WERE THE REVISION COMMENTS DISCOVERED IN THE
MAUSCRIPT:
1.

THE BACKGROUND OF STUDY NOT EXPLICIT ON THE MAIN ISSUE OF
STUDY.

INGREDIENT COMPOSITION OF THE EXPERIMENTAL DIETS' TABLE
FAULTY.

STANDARD ERROR MEANS (SEM) OR STANDARD DEVIATION OF MEANS
(STD) NOT INCLUDED IN THE ANALYSES.

DISCUSSION OF RESULT SHALLOW.

The SEM has now been included and also the length of discussion is
widened

Minor REVISION comments

FEW GRAMMATICAL OMMISSIONS.

Optional/General comments

THE MANUSCRIPT WAS SEEN TO BE TOO SHORT: ONLY ONE TABLE DISCUSSED.
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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