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Compulsory REVISION comments
(). Yes, it is. Since itis involved with the risk factor of consumables, and thus has a direct
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? relationship with human life, it is of scientific importance.

(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable? (2).No. What is it determining? Let the authors state clearly what they want to determine, and
(If not please suggest an alternative title) then the risk factor of fattened beef. So many things can be determined from the work,
the quantity/ residue of fattener in the beef, the effect of level of education of the farmers,
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? ect.
(3).No. The abstract has been jumbled / mixed up and doesn’'t convey the intension(s) of the
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? writer to the reader.
(4) The subsections are okay except that, they are not complete. See the article, i have
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? completed them in the article.

6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of (5) The thought pattern is correct, but the presentation is not plausible and illogical.
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(6) The references are few, and not properly cited. It looks like APA, but the writing style is not

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide followed.

additional suggestions/comments)

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications? No

Optional/General comments

The idea is good but the presentation and formatting are poor. The article needs to be re-written
from abstract to the recommendation by a Native English speaker.
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