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PART 1: Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the
manuscript and highlight that part in the
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors
should write his/her feedback here)

Please write a few sentences
regarding the importance of
this manuscript for the
scientific community. A
minimum of 3-4 sentences
may be required for this
part.

The study is appropriate, and a good job was done in carrying
out the study. The report only needs more detailed information
for the readers to understand the findings of the author(s)

Thank you for the comment and
suggestion. As per suggestion we have
added more detail information.

Is the title of the article
suitable?

(If not please suggest an
alternative title)

The title needs a modification. The suggested title is:

Broiler Farming in Hathazari Region of Bangladesh: A
Study of Management Practices.

Thank you for the suggestion.

Is the abstract of the article
comprehensive? Do you
suggest the addition (or
deletion) of some points in
this section? Please write
your suggestions here.

The abstract is comprehensive and the areas to be deleted or
improved upon are already indicated in the paper.

Is the manuscript
scientifically, correct?
Please write here.

The manuscript is scientifically correct. However, the author(s)
need to improve on some parts of the manuscript.

We have improved the indicated parts of
the manuscript.

Are the references sufficient
and recent? If you have
suggestions of additional
references, please mention
them in the review form.

They are sufficient but a larger percentage of the references
are more than 10 years old. The author(s) is/are advised to
look for recent references.

We have added the recent references
which were mentioned by the reviewer.




Is the language/English The English quality of the article can be made better. The We have revised the article thoroughly
guality of the article suitable | author(s) is/are advised to use Grammarly or other English with the help of Grammarly and corrected

for scholarly correcting applications in their subsequent manuscripts. the mistakes.
communications?

Optional/General comments The paper is good for publication. However, the author(s)
need(s) to address all the comments made for the paper to
be fully accepted for publication.
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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)

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical
Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? | issues here in details)




