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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. 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. 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. 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. 

 

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). 
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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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