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Review Form 1.6

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. In the first paragraph of “Introduction” section the authors present some important data for
poultry industry in Nigeria. However, the references used are old (two, three or four years
ago). Since these information justifies the study, it is essential to use current references.
Please, update the references.

2. The methodology used was a questionnaire application. However, important information
about the questionnaire are lack: how the questionnaire was applicated? Through interviews?
How many questions were present? The questions were objective or discursive? Please,
provide complete information about your methodology.

3. Is it possible to do statically analysis to reinforce your results? If it yes, add these analysis
in your text.

4. The authors provide separate analysis for male and female DOC merchants. What is the
real objective of the work doing this separate analysis? What is the real significance of these
sex-disaggregated analysis in terms of chicken genetic resource utilization in Nigeria? What
conclusions can the authors draw from these analysis by sex? Please, make it clear in the
text.

1. As requested, “The poultry industry is a reputed and most organised
segment of animal husbandry subsector in Nigeria. According to [1; 2], the
Nigerian poultry industry is rapidly expanding and has emerged the most
commercialised subsectors of Nigerian agriculture with a networth of N1.6
trillion. Nigerian poultry value chain is growing and fast evolving for people’s
livelihood of which they are important for nutrition and incomes. The industry
comprises about 180 million birds producing up to 454 billion tonnes of meat
[3] and 650,000 metric tonnes of eggs [2] per year in intensive system with
17,000 commercial holdings [4]. Large number of teeming Nigerian youths
are involved in agricultural businesses which generated $16 billion in 2012 [5]
and contributed 25 % of agricultural GDP to the Nigerian economy [2]. The
demand for poultry products is expanding as a result of population growth.”

2. As requested, the methodology has been modified “The questionnaire was
sectionalized to five (5) parts; the questions were mostly objectives while some
responses were discussive. ...... The questionnaire was administered to both
male and female DOC merchants through individual interview”.

3. The descriptive statistical analysis of simple percentages and proportions with
formula P%*X=Y. Measure of central tendency was utilized to represent the
results.

4. There is no specific objective for the sex-disaggregated analysis other than
including the both sexes in the exercise; moreover, the main focus of the
exercised has been summarized in the concluding part. However, | may explore
the influence of gender control on the poultry enterprise in the future.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Please, add numbers on pages and/or lines.

2. The text font in “Competing of interests disclaimer” is different from the other sections of the
text. Please, correct it.

3. The refences in “References” section are not standardized. Some references appear all in
capital letters (e.g., FAOSTAT), whereas others just the first letter appear in capital letter (e.g.,
Heinke).

1. The pages’ number have been inserted.

2. The font has been changed.

3. FAOSTAT, NACGRAB/FMST are rightly referenced because those
names are acronyms.

Optional/General 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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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