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	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 is significant for the scientific community as it explores the potential of ginger powder as a natural alternative to antibiotics in broiler diets, addressing the growing concern of antibiotic resistance and its impact on human health. The study provides empirical evidence that ginger supplementation can eliminate Salmonella in the intestinal content of broilers, offering a sustainable solution for poultry production. By demonstrating the antimicrobial properties of ginger, the research contributes to the broader effort of reducing reliance on synthetic growth promoters and improving food safety. The findings also pave the way for further investigations into natural feed additives, supporting the shift toward eco-friendly and health-conscious animal farming practices.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "Impact of Dietary Ginger (Zingiber officinale) Inclusion on Microbial population in the Intestinal content in Broiler" is informative and reflects the study’s main findings. 
	

	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 mostly thorough but could be clearer and more complete. Suggestions include clarifying the study design by briefly explaining group management, specifying key findings like the lack of significant effect on E. coli, and mentioning practical implications such as the potential for antibiotic-free poultry farming. Additionally, simplifying the statistical language from 'highly significantly' (P ≤ 0.001) to significantly reduced (P ≤ 0.001) would improve readability. These changes would enhance the abstract's informativeness while keeping it concise.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically strong in its methods, analysis, and conclusions, but some areas need clearer explanations. The study’s experimental design is well-organized and reliable, using randomization and controls. However, it should clarify why there are 30 chicks per group and address potential confounding factors, like housing conditions and the health of the chicks, to improve transparency. The statistical methods employed, such as ANOVA and Duncan’s test, are suitable, and significance levels are reported. Nonetheless, stating exact P-values in the results would enhance transparency instead of the vague term highly significant in the abstract.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While the existing references are adequate, incorporating 3-5 recent post-2018 studies on phytogenic feed additives and mechanistic research would enhance the manuscript’s scientific rigor and relevance. The suggested additions would better contextualize the findings within current trends in antibiotic-free poultry production.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The manuscript is generally suitable for academic communication, but it has issues that need to be addressed to meet high standards. Recommendations include using a professional editor or tools, following the target journal's guidelines, and seeking peer review for unclear parts.
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