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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 Age range and WeightWhat is the age range and weight of the entire helmetedguinea fowl used?What is the age range and weight of the males?What is the age range and weight of the femalesWhat is the age range and weight of the differentvarieties?

Minor REVISION comments Line 97:“Hemoglobin is a component of the red blood cells and inthis study, it is also within reference range [17] for avian(12.20 – 20.00g/dL).”I suggest an addition of the word “it”.
Line 108[22] whereas androgen and thyroxin stimulateserythropoiesis [23]. Reference numbers 22 and 23 arethe same reference. Since they are in the same sentence,one of them should be removed.
Lines 167-168“The White variety also had significantly (P = .05) highervalue than in the Ash, Pearl Ash and Pearl Black whichhad similar values (P ˃ .05).”

The change was accepted

The change was effected throughout the entiredocument
The sentence had been rephrased by the otherreviewer and the change accepted
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Please insert the word “which” in the sentence.
Lines 200-201“PCV is a component of red blood cells hence the patternof significant differences was similar”.PCV, a component of RBC???Pack Cell Volume (PCV) or haematocrit is the volume ofthe red cells (erythrocytes) in the blood, expressed as afraction of the total volume of the blood.I suggest you use the phrase “is the volume of red bloodcells”.
Lines 223-226“This indicates that the birds were in similar healthstatus since variations in hemoglobin can be due to livingat high altitudes, excessive/under production by bonemarrow of blood cells, anemia due to nutritionaldeficiency, destruction of blood cells internally, livertumor (hepatomas), kidney tumor and lung diseases”(citation needed).This part should be cited and referenced.
Lines 243-246“It has been reported that if cells are old and not replacedoften (sperocytosis) and in vivo and in vitro hemolysisoccur high MCHC values result; and if the values areobtained when there are too many young RBC(reticulocytes) or when there is iron deficiency, lowvalues are obtained” (citation needed).This part should also be cited and referenced.

The statement was rephrased to reflect the truerelationship of PCV to blood

The statement has been referenced

The statement has been referenced
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Lines 250-251“The MCH value followed a similar pattern as red bloodcells; since it is a component of the RBC”.MCH is not a component of the RBC. It is a mathematicalvalue (an index) calculated from Haemoglobin (gm/l)/Red cell count per ml.I suggest you use “since it is dependent on the number ofRBCs”.
Lines 251-254“The test defines the type of anemia and cause of anemiaif present in species.  Wide variations in MCH  valuescould be due to anemia as a result of vitamin B12 or/ andfolate deficiency, ineffective production in the bonemarrow, recent loss and replacement by newerreticulocytic cells from bone marrow and in vivo or in
vitro hemolysis” (citation needed).This section needs to be cited and referenced.

The change has been reflected as suggested

The statement has been referenced
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Optional/General comments General remark: this article was overall well writtenand interesting. Except for minor blemishes, I enjoyedreading it.
AbstractThe abstract was well written and Less than 250 words(219 words to be exact). The author(s) complied with theinstruction to authors.Keywords are within the approved limits.
IntroductionThe introduction was well structured and easy to follow.It stated the aim of the study with all clarity.
Material and MethodsThis section was also well organised. The author(s)adhered strictly to the guide to authors.However, they did not state the age range and weight ofthe helmeted guinea fowl used which can affect thehaematological parameters/indices one way or the other.I suggest that the weight of the animals be correlatedwith the significant haematological parameters/indices.
Results and DiscussionThe authors did not state how the results were presented(Mean ± SD or Mean ± SEM).
ConclusionThe conclusion was well written. It summarized thesalient points/findings in the work.
ReferenceThe reference section was well written except forreferences 6,7,22 and 27.

The authors wish to commend the prompt andefficient work done by the reviewer in thismanuscript. Thank you.
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