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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
- The subject of the manuscript is of great importance for the place where the study 
and data collection was evaluated and conducted; 
 
- In some parts it lacks scientific basis, but it does not affect the conduct of the 
article; 
 
- Needs to go through an English language review before being published; 
 
- Image quality needs to be improved; 
 
- Some details are highlighted in the text in the attached file, it is up to the authors 
and other reviewers to decide whether or not to accept them; 
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I suggest, before final acceptance, to go through a review of the areas of biology and 
animal welfare. This is very important; 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
 
 

 
Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Gustavo Cauduro Cadore  

Department, University & Country Universidade de Santa Cruz do Sul (UNISC), Brasil 

 


