
	Name:
	UTTAR PRADESH JOURNAL OF ZOOLOGY

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_UPJOZ_5178

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Role of early feeding by technically modified diets on physiological traits and gene related to it in newly hatched quails

	Type of the Article
	


	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.


	This manuscript contributes to the scientific understanding of how modified diets influence biochemical parameters and gene expression, specifically MUC2, which is relevant in digestive health. The findings could support improvements in feed strategy for early-life-stage poultry, enhancing productivity and intestinal health. This is especially important in quail production, which is gaining traction as an alternative poultry source in many regions.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested revised title:

Effect of Early Feeding with Modified Diets on Physiological Traits and MUC2 Gene Expression in Newly Hatched Quails


	

	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.


	· Needs to add a background sentence in the abstract. 

· Needs grammatical improvement, avoid redundancy. For instance found in the abstract the sentence: ….(P ≤ 0.05) was found in the in the treatment
· The conclusion is too general and omits the role of combined treatments.
· Improve grammar, clarify key results (TP, Alb, Globulin, MUC2), and specify statistical relevance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound in terms of its objectives, study design, and methods. However:
· The gene expression part, especially qPCR methodology, needs clearer description and quantification
· Interpretation of correlation coefficients needs caution due to very small sample sizes (e.g., N = 3).
· Ethical approval for animal use is not stated—this must be added

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Improve consistency in referencing and consider including more references specifically on early feeding and MUC2 expression in poultry.
	

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


	Full professional English editing is necessary before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript requires major revision before being considered for publication. While the study is interesting and potentially impactful, its scientific presentation, methodology clarification, and English language need substantial improvement.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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