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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

Article’s subject is not original. There is similar study in laying
hens in this article’s references

Numbers of materials are insufficient.

The numbers of repetitions are not suitable.

Survival rate and particularly carcass quality should be studied.

The male to female ratio of the material is unclear.
The number of male and female in the group is not clear

Crude proteins, energy levels in the treatment groups are
different in food/rations?

Literature list is out of date. The most recent reference is dated
2004.

Similar study in domestic fowls but
not in quails

Thisis because quail rearing is quite
uncommon around here. Stock
density isaways low even where it
isreared. The quails were sourced
from adifferent geopolitical zoneie.
Sapele and only the clinicaly
healthy ones were finally used.

Minor REVISION comments

There are some spelling mistakes in the text.
Namely:

line 17,20 and 21: piece missing (g)!..

line 52: Tewe or Jewe ?

Created by: EA

Checked by: ME

Approved by: CEO

Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)




SDI Review Form 1.6

SCIENCEDOMAIN international

www.sciencedomain.org

line 85 : dieSts or diets ?

line 105: (p>0.5) or p>0.05)?

line 111: ...et al(2000) instead of et al. (2000) ?
line 154: reference information is missing

line 116: higher(p<0.05) instead of et al. higher (p<0.05)

Optional /General comments
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