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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
_Introduction is too long and still study is not justified.
Downsize with flow to objective and only focus on low
protein and methionine to lysine ratio. There is no info
on the ration itself. Why is important? Remove general
info on Ideal concept and N pollution and so on.
Rephrase the sentences that directly extracted from
other resources. Remove the sentences in line 42.

_ The non-explainable and fatal flow of this study is
the very very poor performance of the broilers in all
groups. Specifically the control group that suppose be
close to the standard objective performance of Arbor
Acres broilers is drastically left behind. Body weight of
35 days old AA broilers should be 2104 g (931 g here)
and FCR should be 1.59 (2.65 here). Therefore, the
chicken s of this study probably were under very poor
management and mal-nutrition condition. No data is
valid at all in this study with these chickens.
Moreover, the initial chick’s weights is stated to be
123 g. Where the authors get such massive day old
chicks?
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Minor REVISION comments - Change “wing branded” to “wing banded”- Line 100, “according to the methods of [15].”
Whom? Bring the author name.- Do present the data in tables in grouped form
for treatment groups.

Optional/General comments

Note: Anonymous Reviewer


