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	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 article discusses research into natural alternatives to synthetic anticoccidial agents, which are currently used in sustainable poultry farming but pose a significant problem. Amid growing concerns about drug resistance and food safety, phytotherapeutic agents such as Alchornea cordifolia offer promising advantages. This study evaluates the use of a locally available medicinal plant in vivo. It also makes a valuable contribution to the fields of ethnopharmacology and veterinary parasitology. The results could inform further research into the wider use of plant-based treatments in livestock farming.
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	Generally, yes.
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It is unclear whether the control group received both prophylaxis and treatment, so this should be clearly stated.
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