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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Introduction

The introduction is very long and comprises of
bulky materials not all related to the topic of the
research conducted entitled "Physiological
influences of Aspilia africana on litter traits of
breeding rabbit does". It needs re-visiting and
modification in such a way it provide clear
statement of the research problem, relevant
literature on the subject and the proposed approach

2. Materials and Methods

The following information's need to be provided in
the materials and methods section of the
manuscript.

e The composition of the concentrate diet
(energy, protein, calcium and phosphorus
content) in relation to the requirement of
the experimental animals

e Amounts of the concentrate ration
offered/animal /day

e Composition and/ or proportion of the 3
forages offered/animal/day

e Nutrient content of the Aspilia africana

The introduction has been shortened and
all corrections effected.

All corrections effected

Correction effected

Correction effected

Correction effected
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used in the feeding trial

3. Result and Discussions

Could litter size be measured in terms of
grams (see table 2). Please define litter size
Please qualify litter size(g) at weaning. Is
that intended to express survival rate
(Yomortality) to an age of weaning?

Could the performance in litter size be
attributed to the treatments studied (T;,T>
and T3), since the treatments were allocated
to the experimental animals after
parturition?

Please re-visit method of calculating
mortality ( pre-weaning mortality of Table
2)

Litter weight need to be qualified. Is it
mean or total weight of all the individuals
that belong to a single birth?

The Weekly body weight gain(Table3)
need to be checked since there is an
indication that weekly gain of T; groups
was 5 and 7 grams during week 2 and 4
respectively whereas it was 108 grams in
week 3.

Litter size is not measured in grams (Table
2). It was a typographic error. Litter size
has been defined.

YES. Although the treatments were
allocated after parturition, it is believed
that the high nutritive of Aspilia Africana
as reported in the manuscript as well as its
role as lactation stimulant as reported by
[16] enhanced milk production in the does
which resulted in better performance of
litters in the treated groups (T, and Tjs).
Also, [20] reported that breeder could
influence litter size and weight at weaning
by the food provided for the nursing doe
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Minor REVISION comments

The Abstract need to be adjusted in
accordance to the compulsory revision
comments.

Some of the work referred are very
old(1932, 1980, 1982, 1984 etc)

It is needless to provide detailed scientific
justification and/or interpretation for
results that show numerical differences
only without showing statistically
significant differences

Additional statements on the method of
statistical analysis required in the materials
and methods section.

The Abstract has been adjusted accordingly.

Old references have been removed except very
few relevant ones.
Corrections effected.

Corrections effected.

Optional /General comments

The manuscript require edition in terms of
language somewhat

It is better to include data on feed
consumption and both biological and
economic efficiencies to qualify the claimed
reduction in feed cost brought by treatment
2 and 3 in the conclusion section

Corrections effected.

Corrections effected.
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