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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article does a commendable job of establishing the relevance of the study within the socio-economic and cultural framework of Nagaland, particularly highlighting the importance of the Tenyi Vo pig. This context helps underline why improving indigenous pig health is valuable, both nutritionally and economically. As I found some points to be reread and following corrections to be done:
Comments: 

1. Clarify Nutrient Composition of Jackfruit Powder: It would strengthen the manuscript if the authors provided a detailed proximate analysis (e.g., carbohydrate, fiber, antioxidant content) of the jackfruit powder used. This would help readers better understand which nutritional components may be contributing to the observed health benefits to the pig.

2. Include Discussion of Long-Term Health Impact: The manuscript primarily addresses short-term haematological outcomes. Including a brief discussion on potential long-term impacts of jackfruit powder supplementation (beyond 98 days) on pig health and productivity would enrich the conclusion and practical implications.

3. The authors could enhance the discussion section by explicitly acknowledging limitations such as the relatively small sample size, geographic specificity (Nagaland), or lack of microbiological/immune function data, which may affect generalizability.

4. A careful proofreading to refine grammar, sentence structure, and technical terminology consistency (e.g., using “jackfruit powder supplementation” uniformly instead of switching terms) would improve readability and professional polish.

5. Expand Practical Application Section: The manuscript could benefit from a short, practical guide or recommendation for farmers (e.g., how to source and prepare jackfruit powder, cost-benefit analysis) to facilitate real-world adoption of the findings.

6. Title is bit confusing and not giving very clear indication about the research work. It may revise as I am giving some examples: o “Effect of Jackfruit (Artocarpus heterophyllus) Powder Supplementation on Health and Haematological Parameters of Tenyi Vo Pigs”. o “Jackfruit (Artocarpus heterophyllus) Powder as a Dietary Supplement: Impacts on Health and Blood Parameters in Tenyi Vo Pigs

7. While the findings are promising, it would be useful if the authors discussed long-term effects or scalability of jackfruit supplementation in larger pig populations. Including recommendations for future studies would enhance the manuscript’s forward-looking impact.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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