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	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 offers valuable insights into sustainable poultry production under climate stress by utilizing locally available plants as feed supplements. It addresses both the biological benefits to poultry health and productivity and the practical needs of smallholder farmers in vulnerable regions. By integrating traditional farming practices with scientific evaluation, the study contributes to climate-resilient agriculture and resource-efficient animal husbandry. Its findings have important implications for improving food security and environmental sustainability in similar agro-ecological zones worldwide.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is informative but somewhat lengthy. A more concise and focused title such as “Climate-Resilient Poultry Feeding in Integrated Farming Systems of Northeast India” would better capture the essence 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.


	Briefly mention the experimental design, such as the number of chickens used, duration, and any quantitative results (e.g., weight gain, feed conversion ratio).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the introduction provides sufficient background and justification for the study. It is scientifically correct and effectively frames the relevance of exploring alternative feed strategies. Importantly, the utilization of peppermint and alligator weed—locally available and often underutilized plant resources—as poultry feed supplements shows not only technical innovation but also cultural and ecological appropriateness. 

The study bridges traditional knowledge with modern scientific evaluation, offering a validated pathway for integrating locally available herbs and weeds into poultry feeding regimes.
1. Please include references to existing studies that support the necessity of this intervention, especially those addressing climate change impacts on poultry and the role of herbal feed supplements. This will strengthen the background and justification of your study.

2. It is important to provide citations for key claims made in the manuscript, such as improvements in feed conversion ratio, changes in disease susceptibility, and the nutritional and bioactive profiles of alligator weed and peppermint.

3. To improve clarity and facilitate comprehension, please include a comprehensive table summarizing the biomarkers analyzed (e.g., iNOS, IL-1β, IL-6, IL-12, IFN-γ, SOD, CAT, AST, ALT) along with the corresponding results for each treatment group.

4. Additionally, please reference recent relevant studies evaluating similar herbal feed additives in poultry nutrition. This will help contextualize your findings within the broader scientific literature and reinforce the significance of your work.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	16 references are adequate but skewed toward regional studies.
	

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


	Suitable for scholarly communication but requires minor editing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The research is original, methodologically robust, and highly relevant to sustainable agricultural practices and integrated farming systems. With minor revisions—primarily the inclusion of in-text references, clarification of some language points—the manuscript would be suitable for publication. I recommend acceptance after these revisions are addressed.
Overall, the study is original, scientifically sound, and highly relevant for the target audience. With minor editorial improvements and addition of references, it has strong potential for publication.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)


	


Reviewer details:

Vesna Karapetkovska-Hristova, University “St. Kliment Ohridski”- Bitola, N. Macedonia

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

