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Reviewer's comment

Author’s feedback

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)

Is the abstract of the article
comprehensive?

Are subsections and structure
of the manuscript
appropriate?

Do you think the manuscript is
scientifically correct?

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

Without any doubt the manuscript is so good and
valuable for the scientific community.

Either Your title or your paper should need some
modification based on the replacement techniques.
Is it partial replacement of barley grain or fully?

In my opinion, it is better to use structured abstract
format.

Some of your references are old. In recent time
science is being modified in blink of eyes therefor
you better use the recent one.

1. Thanks a lot dear Reviewer.

2. The title was changed to “Evaluation of
partial replacement of barley grain with heated
potato processing by-products in the diet of
dairy cows using an in vitro gas production
technique”

3. Thanks a lot. It modified into a structured
abstract format.

4. Thanks for the comment. 5 new references
was added to the manuscript as much as
possible

Dear Reviewer, as it was mentioned in the
manuscript introduction, the studies related to
using heated potato by-products in lactating
dairy cows’ diet are scare. Anyhow, the
experimental design and selection three level
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references, please mention in
the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6
points, reviewers are free to
provide additional
suggestions/comments)

| haven't seen any sample designs used in this
investigation; you simply select seven
experimental cows. Set your ground on the
sampling design.

of FFW and HPS (5, 10, and 15 %) was done
based on the literature reviews which was
done by the authors

Minor REVISION comments

Published after minor

Optional comments

PART 2:

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)

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? | issues here in details)




