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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 
 

In the present manuscripts examined the physical and chemical composition of kanwa 
based mineral blocks. Although the subject of this study is related to the Journal of Applied 
Life Sciences International, a few corrections to the article will increase the scientific value 
of the study. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. The introduction part is sufficient, but the aim of the study should be clearly stated 

in the last part of the introduction. 
2. There is a lot of information about the experimental field. It should be abbreviated 

and meteorological information unrelated to the study should be removed. 
3. It should be stated how many blocks were examined in each trial group in the 

study. 
4. Table 2 should be cited in the text and it should be clearly emphasized that it is the 

control group.  
5. Statistical analysis of the obtained data must be done. This situation reduces the 

reliability of the study. The standard errors of the means in the tables should be 
given. The number of blocks examined in each treatment group should be given in 
the tables (n=??) 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The results of the study were discussed in accordance with the literature, and it was 
deemed appropriate by me to publish the study in the " Journal of Applied Life Sciences 
International " after corrections were made. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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