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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 manuscript is scientifically important in the following areas:
· Gave an insight into these 3 varieties of chicken

· Provided information on the corelation of age to carcass yield of the 3 varieties of chicken.
· Gave an insight into the growth pattern of the 3 varieties of birds at different ages.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable
	

	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.


	Author can give additional brief information on sex, handling of research birds and data collection. Also, some initials in the abstract were not written in full at the first instance before being used subsequently.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, however there is need for improvement in the areas pointed out to enhance understanding of the work. 
	

	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 most of them recent but the journals were not italicized. Also, the year of publication of the last author in the reference list “USDA” was written “2025” in in-text citation whereas in the reference it was written “2026”. 
	

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


	Yes 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The following are suggested comments, as observed in the manuscript:

· The materials and methods section need to be re-arranged so that the procedures involved in research could be sequentially written as they were carried out.  
· Author did not indicate how the data presented in the result were collected. 
· There was no result of “pectoral, biceps femoris and gastrocnemius muscles” were as these parameters were mentioned as being analysed statistically.
· Author to write out abbreviations in full at first instance before using the abbreviation subsequently. 
· Some “et al” were in italics while others were not in italics. Which ever the author chose to adopted should be uniform all through. 

	


	PART  2: 



	
	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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