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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

The article is interesting and brings aspects of nutrition 
and animal production, with emphasis on the 
importance of valuing the type of feeding cattle for the 
production of quality products.  
Recommended care for the style of the references in 
the appropriate manner and homogenize. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Recommended care for the style of the references in 
the appropriate manner both in the text and in the list 
(as some in the text are capitalized - should be praying 
type, and use and eliminate &) and mix (if applicable to 
the proper use to , . ; .,  and). 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

It is a good job, except for typos and / or words 
together; proper use of words in italics, and style of 
references should be corrected.  
Various styles on the list and some other unnecessary 
data. Check (eg. on line 195.  Ansorena D.L. and  
Astiasaran L. 2004 ... should be¡!???) 
 
The work is original and no. Apparently there is no 
conflict of interest. Unless the letter of originality that 
authors should send the editor. 
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