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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 

 
Introduction. OK. 
 
Materials and Methods: 2.1. The experimental diet 
was formulated to supply 23.00% crude protein or 16% 
crude protein??? Lines 72 and 76. It is not clear. 
 
Tables 3 and 4. Add Reference: SEM – Standard Error 
of Mean 
 
Results. OK.  
 
Discussion and Conclusion. OK. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Corrected to 23% crude protein. 

Corrected. 
 
 
Done. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Thank you. 

Minor REVISION comments 

 
In the Bibliography you must cite according to the 
"Rules of Writing Magazine." Some names of journals 
are abbreviated and others are not. You should unify 
criteria (e.g. compare reference 7 and 10). 

 

Done. 

Optional/General comments 

 
This paper reports many interesting observations: 
“…concluded that the performance of growing 
grasscutters fed a concentrate diet without forage is 
superior to the performance of growing grasscutters 
fed a concentrate diet with forage.” 
Some corrections should be done on the content.   

Done. 

 


