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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	A good clinical study, establishing the dietary role of ca and p in the feed and deficiency symptoms and complications, which affect the animal welfare and production
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	Presentation of results is poor
Discussion is poorly written

This is a good regional study. The authors have written their results adequately, but entire discussion needs to be re-written and the biochemical results needs to be aligned with radiography and ca and p changes.
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MATERIALS AND METHODS
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