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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	The importance of this work lies in the possibilities for using agricultural and agro-industrial by-products in livestock feed, which opens up opportunities for their widespread use in other countries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is not consistent with the objectives stated in the abstract and methodology, which focus on the effect of cashew apple consumption on the growth of Konkan Kanyal kids, rather than just digestibility.

If they add the results on growth, the proposed title will be: 

Effect of feeding Cashew apple (Anacardium occidentale) powder on nutrient digestibility and growth in Konkan Kanyal kids.

Otherwise, the references to growth in the manuscript must be corrected and removed.


	

	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.


	In the abstract, there is an allusion to the growth of the goats, which is not followed up on in the manuscript !!!
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In the manuscript, the following points should be highlighted:

- In the introduction, they lack bibliographical references to support the scientific information provided.

- In the methodology, they lack details of the proportions of the components of the basal diet, and the statistical analysis method used.

- In the results: he mentions the digestibility of minerals!!! which cannot be explained scientifically.
- The discussion of the results is very limited. It needs to be expanded by comparing it to other studies. In addition, the statistical analysis of the results is not sufficiently developed.

 - The conclusion is too brief! It needs to be developed further by providing the main deductions from this work, its limitations, and future prospects for the use of such a by-product in livestock feed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	With only 06 references!!!  That is very, very insufficient.
	

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


	-
	

	Optional/General comments


	The work as a whole is not consistent with the stated objectives. The results obtained are fairly classical and lack vision in their practical application. 
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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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