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Line 99: Initial body weight used for the study of what. State the 

weights 

Line 101: The groups were. Replace groups nwith birds. 

Line 126/127: SPSS(2007) not listed in reference section. 

Line 145: Table 5. Check wrong superscript placement nd correct 

for FCR,DPI,protein efficiency 

Line 159/160: The sentence is wrong. FCR differs significantly. (See 

10% and 15% replacement levels. Use SEM to confirm). 
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10% and 15% replacement levels). Usee see SEM to confirm 
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Line 190: untreated bird for this diet. The underlined word should be 

with 
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flow. 
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Line 275; state the pagination 

Line 282: state the pagination 

The number of birds used for the experiments was too small. Sixty 

birds,fifteen per replicate/treatment is too small any meaning result and 

recommendation for the study of this nature. 
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