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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? Yes. It will assist the people of Bhagalpur to know how feasible poultry production is.
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)
2. Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title) Yes. But it can be ammended thus: Economic viability and profitability of broiler production
in Bhagalpur district of Bihar,India.
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? Overview of broiler production globally and in India should be included, significance of
broiler farming in the agricultural sector, economic profile of Bhagalpur district,
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? methodologies for economic analysis,key indicators:cost, structures, revenue streams,
profitability ratios, profitability analysis,gross and net profit margin, break even analysis
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of | and return on investment, impact on rural environment, contribution to food security and
additional references, please mention in the review form. nutrition, government policies.
References are not sufficient. Kindly add more.
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

On Abstract. PP1 line 1word 11 should be changed to production instead of cultivation.

Line 5, change biggest to highest..

References in introduction is scanty and should please be added. Add more on

introduction.

Please Remove grid lines in tables 1-4.

Minor REVISION comments
1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly Yes.
communications?
Optional/General comments
References not enough
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Reviewer’'s comment IAuthor’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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