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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.


	The article provides information that might be valuable for agricultural use. However, the experimental design doesn’t seem significantly correct. Specifically, the analysed sample size is insufficient and isn’t justified. There is also inconsistency of information regarding the number of subjects used in the experiment and the number of individuals used for execution of measurements. Another concern is connected with unclear representation of statistical methods used in the manuscript.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Due to insufficiently built design of the experiment, the manuscript cannot be scientifically correct. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent. However, at certain places the corresponding reference seem to be missing, for example in the notation “…in accordance with standard ethical practices…” – should be referred to the source of this “standard ethical practices”.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The number of animals included in the experiment was said to be “60”. For an unclear reason the number of birds used for the measurements was mentioned to be “5” per group (“20” in total). Why? What happened to the remaining birds?
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