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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 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
1. Very important 
2. YES. However, it would be better if the title was The effect of……..not The Role 

of………The author may consider the title to be The effect of Spirulina platensis 
Supplementation on Growth Performance, Blood Metabolites and Antioxidative 
properties of Fattening Lambs 

 
3. The abstract should also depict the aim(s) of the experiment; if possible, the author 

should add the name of the breed of the sheep as well as the average age of the 
sheep. The key words should be reduced to at most five, and should be arranged in 
alphabetical order. However, this research is very interesting.  

4. YES. 
5. YES 
6. YES 

 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

There are minor grammatical errors in this manuscript and they need to be corrected. For example, 
the author wrote Spirulina platensis caused highly significant increased (P<0.01) for daily weight 
gain (kg/day) and final weight (kg), while Spirulina platensis significantly increased (P<0.05) daily 
feed intake (Kg/day). I guess this was supposed to be highly significant increase. There are a 
number of minor grammatical errors, which require immediate corrections before publication.  

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
1. The author should consider writing mean body weight of 45.0±0.5 kg not just 45.0±0.5 kg. 

body weight. The word mean has to appear.  
2. The abstract has too many key words 
3. What were the age groups of the lambs. Different age groups may respond differently to 

the parameters. If there were huge age differences this may lead to variations in results. 
The superscripts in the means should be interpreted and the interpretation should be presented as 
a footnote below the table(s). For instance: abc different superscripts on the same row show 
significant difference (P<0.05).  
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PART  2:  
 

 
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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