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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 

 

MATERIALS AND METHODS 

1. It is not very clear that data was obtained 

from both records and field cases. I suggest 

the method used in these cases should be 

clearly stated in separate paragraphs. 

2. I am not sure that there is any age group that 

“0 week” defines. Therefore, I suggest the age 

and “sexual” groupings should start from 

week 1. I also think the “sexual groupings” 

should have just been categorized based on if 

chickens have started laying or not, instead 

of using 18 weeks as cut off, since not all 

chickens start laying at 18 weeks. 

RESULTS 

1. I think serology (AGPT) should be the last 

result to be presented since one would expect 

that history, clinical signs, post-mortem 

results should all come before results of 

serology. 

2. I suggest that the specific number(s) of farms 

that a particular clinical sign and post-

mortem lesions was observed should be 

clearly stated. “Most” farms as used in this 

write-up is ambiguous. E.g of the 10 farms 

investigated, whitish diarhea was noticed in 

9 while enlarged bursa of Fibricius was 

observed in 2 of the farms. 

3. No “plates” were seen in the manuscript but 

was mentioned severally. 

 



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

4. 5-90% morbidity was regarded as high in the 

write-up. Is 5% morbidity high? 

5. No much data was presented on the 10 farms 

that were investigated.  

DISCUSSION 

1. As suggested for the results, discussions on 

incidence and investigative studies should be 

clearly separated. 

2. I don’t think 10% morbidity, and 20% 

mortality as presented in the discussion 

suggest vvIBDV infection. 

3. “morbidity and mortality started 2-3 days 

PI”?. How was this determined? This is not a 

controlled study so one can’t say when 

infection started.  

CONCLUSIONS 

1. “Gumboro a disease of improved breeds of 

poultry”? 

2. Clinical disease seen only in chickens? 

These conclusions cannot be reached based on this 

study. The status of the disease in other birds 

couldn’t have been ascertained based on this study as 

this study focused only on reported cases.  

FIGURES AND TABLES 

1. Only 7 farms were presented on figures 1 and 

2. 

2. Figures 3, 4 and 5 are not self-explanatory. I 

suggest the use of tables instead. 

 I don’t see the relevance of Table 7. Not self-

explanatory.  

Minor REVISION comments So many typographical and grammatical errors 

observed 
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