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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 demonstrates that 0.75% turmeric inclusion level enhances haemoglobin concentration, red blood count and lymphocytes levels, suggesting an improvement in erythropoiesis and immune competence. The experiment supports the use of a phytogenic feed additive as a safe alternative to the use of an antibiotic growth promoter. The outcome of this study supports global effort on some strategies to reduce antimicrobial resistance. The study reinforces turmeric as a functional feed additive in poultry production.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 comprehensive. However, I have some concerns with the structure of the abstract: 1.The experimental duration was not stated in the abstract. 
2. Try to be consistent with the unit of the treatments, in one statement you mentioned 0.75% while in another statement you mentioned 7.5g/Kg especially for T2. 3. Ensure you don’t have a space between key and words under keywords. It is a single word. Keywords (correct), key words (Wrong).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, however I have some concerns in the area of methodology: 1. Did you carry out chemical characterization of the turmeric used as treatment, if yes kindly provide us with the chemical composition 2. Did you carryout pre-treatment haematological values? If yes provide them, if no, justify reason for your choice. Because baseline haematological values would assist in the correct interpretation of the treatment induced changes. 3. Give us more details on how the centrifugation was carried out for serum separation (duration and speed). 4. What happened to the monocyte value reported in T3 (0.01a ± 0.03)? Why did the monocyte values reduce to 0.01 because all the treatments carried the same superscript?
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	About two of the cited references are recent. Kindly provide DOI for your references. For example, I could not find the following reference online: 1. Abbas, G., Khan, S. H., Hassan, M., Ahmad, T., & Khan, M. J. 2017. Effects of different feed additives on growth performance and blood profile of broiler chickens. Pakistan Journal of Agricultural Sciences, 54(3): 687–693.

2. Adeyemo, G. O. 2015. Effects of poultry feed additives on growth performance and haematological parameters of broiler chickens. International Journal of Applied Agricultural Research, 10(1): 1–7.

The following recently published article could be reviewed and used to improve the current manuscript: Impact of dietary supplementation levels of turmeric powder (curcuma longa) on performance, carcass characteristics, blood biochemical, jejunum histological and gut microflora in broiler chickens


	

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


	No
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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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