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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The title of this study should be change to : 
Effect of Different Levels of Asparagus root powder Supplementation on Body 
Weight and Milk Composition of Lactating Crossbred Cows 
Introduction: 

- Some paragraphs need to add references.  
- At the end of the introduction the authors  should indicate the aim of 

study. 
Materials and Methods: 

- Authors should be indicate to the chemical composition of Asparagus root 

powder that used in this study. 

- Authors should be indicate to the chemical composition of diets or feeds 

that used in this study. 

- Authors should be indicate to the references that used in determination of 

milk composition parameters. 

Results and Discussion: 

- Authors should be more discuss their results. 

References:  

References are few and some it old, authors should replace them with more 

recent references. 
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