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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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community because it provides empirical evidence on the use of a natural phytogenic feed additive turmeric powder as an alternative to antibiotic growth promoters in poultry nutrition. The study contributes to the growing body of research focused on sustainable and residue-free animal production by demonstrating measurable improvements in key haematological parameters and immune indicators in Kuroiler chicks. Its findings are particularly valuable for rural and semi-intensive poultry systems, where cost effective and locally available feed supplements are essential for improving bird health and productivity. Overall, the work offers practical and scientifically supported insights that can guide future research and farm applications in poultry health management
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	it is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the core variables of the study
	

	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 generally comprehensive and well-structured, clearly stating the objectives, experimental design, treatments, key parameters measured, and main findings. It successfully communicates the essence of the study and allows the reader to quickly understand the scope and results. The duration of the experiment (8 weeks/56 days) should be explicitly stated in the abstract. The sample size per treatment can be summarized more concisely than detailing the replication structure.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, this manuscript is scientifically sound and generally sound in terms of research design, methodology, data analysis, and interpretation of results. The study objectives are clearly defined, the experimental design is appropriate, and the statistical procedures applied are acceptable for this type of nutrition and hematology research. The conclusions are consistent with the data presented and do not appear overly specific.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References cited in the manuscript are generally appropriate to support the research; they include articles on avian hematology and the biological effects of turmeric/curcumin. References are from the new year and are updated.
	

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


	English language quality is suitable for scholarly communication, and the manuscript is generally clear, readable, and understandable for an academic audience. The scientific terminology is used correctly, sentence structures are mostly coherent, and the intended meaning is conveyed effectively throughout the sections. Therefore, the language does not present any major barrier to publication. A few long or complex sentences could be split  to improve readability. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Punctuation and spacing errors appear in some sections (especially around commas and percentages). Minor typographical errors and inconsistent formatting of units (e.g., spacing before % or g/kg) should be standardized.Some phrases are slightly repetitive and could be refined for conciseness.
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	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 details)
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