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Compulsory REVISION 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

Feeding practice are important aspect for profitable farming. This manuscript focuses on finishing ration
for performance and profitability for Boran crossbred cattle. Data from bulls on feed intake, growth
performance, slaughter, and carcass characteristics were recorded and analysed. Concentrate
supplement strategy yields more profit very well explained by data.

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Yes

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.

Yes

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

Yes
All subsections and structure of the manuscript are well placed and comprehensive.

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

Scientific representation of different feeding practice supported with data and statistical analysis by
Tukey's pairwise comparison. Chemical composition of forage, growth performance, carcass
characteristic study was performed. Economic was studied in the study showed its significance
contribution towards farmers.

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

Yes.
Needs to add more recent references if available.

Minor REVISION comments

Is the language/English quality of the article
suitable for scholarly communications?

Requires minor revision

Language quality is good and easy to understand by readers.

Optional/General comments
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