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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.


	The author(s) conducted a good study which included:

1. Investigate the effect of ash treated Parkia biglobosa hull meal on growth performance, physiological status, haematological parameters, carcass quality, morphometric indices and bio-economics of broilers.

2. The results presented in the study may provide a practical basis for the application of Parkia hull as replacement for Palm kernel meal.

3. The researcher used a good number of references; most of them were recently published.

4. The findings of this study indicated that ash treated Parkia biglobosa hull (ATPBH) could replace palm kernel cake meal at 50% inclusion level in the diets of finisher broiler chicken without any adverse effect on performance characteristics.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Yes very 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.


	Yes, the abstract good enough and not need to any deletion or addition, it needs just some corrections.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. Because the author(s):

1. Used the suitable approach in the research methodology and discussion of the results.

2. Used number of references that reached similar results.

3. The results were good enough and useful and will enrich the field of scientific knowledge in the field of study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and most of them are published recently.

I correct some of them, also to check the references in the text with the list of references.
	

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


	Yes, it is good
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	It will be very important to check the values of the results of some traits in the text with those in the tables because there were differences between them. Note that I recorded my comments on the article
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