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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 research demonstrates the immense potential that can be derived from agricultural waste in developing countries like Nigeria. This research provides great insight to the potential of rejected mango fruit pulp-maize offal as a viable energy source. It opens a new area of research through the combination of edible waste with conventional ingredients.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, I believe the mixture of rejected mango fruit pulp-maize offal gives us rejected mango fruit pulp-maize offal meal. Here is my new title suggestion “PERFORMANCE OF STARTER BROILER CHICKENS FED DIETS CONTAINING REJECTED MANGO FRUIT PULP - MAIZE OFFAL MEAL”. 
	

	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 well written, however, I believe the word count can be summarised to between 250-300 words so as not to make it too lengthy. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	 The manuscript is scientifically correct due to the following reasons:
1. The structure of the article follows standard scientific format with all the necessary sections.
2. All scientific names were written correctly with first letter in upper case and italicised.

3. All units of measurement are written correctly.

4. All information within the article were duly referenced. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are very recent with just 10% below the year 2010.
	

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


	The use English Language and writing style of the authors is sufficient for scholarly correspondence.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Authors should check spelling errors for example ad libitum was wrongly spelt in the materials and methods section.
2. The authors should provide more information on the nutritional quality of the rejected mango fruit pulp (proximate composition) in the introduction section. 

3. The authors need to be more specific in the discussion section by identifying the ingredients and levels of use in the study used for comparison. For example “Zendeshaet al. (2025) when broiler chicks were fed with common diets”. What is the common diet here.
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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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