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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.


	The study addresses a timely and locally relevant topic in poultry science, focusing on valuable native and dual-purpose breeds in India. The comparative framework is well-conceived and has clear potential to inform breed selection and production strategies
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and descriptive
	

	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 would be strengthened by adopting a clearer structure (e.g., Objective, Methods, Key Results, Conclusion). Including specific, statistically significant values (e.g., carcass yield percentages with p-values where relevant) and a concise takeaway message would make it more informative for readers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, needs serious formatting as the citation is not uniform.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Statistical Reconsideration: A two-way ANOVA (Breed × Age) is typically better suited for this experimental design than separate one-way tests, as it can formally test for interactions between breed and age. Enhancing Discussion Depth: Linking results more critically to existing literature and discussing the biological or practical reasons for differences will add significant value. Completeness of Reporting: Please ensure all necessary ethical approval details (e.g., CPCSEA approval number) are included in the Methods section. Language and Flow: A thorough proofread to improve sentence structure, reduce repetition, and enhance overall clarity is advised. Professional editing support could be beneficial here. Scope of Data (Optional but Recommended): The title refers broadly to "carcass characteristics." If feasible, including even one or two key meat quality measurements (e.g., pH, color) would greatly enrich the study's contribution without necessarily requiring a full redesign.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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