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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.


	The manuscript is a great value to the scientific community as it bring in alternative feed source for livestock. However, I find it lacking in both content and the actual write up
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript is quite lacking and I suggest the following title, Effect on dietary inclusion of Cashew apple on the performance of Konkan Kanyal kids


	

	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 missing in many things, for instance it does not bring out the problem clearly and although the authors talk of RBD, the basis for blocking the animals is glaring missing. More so the number of experimental animals used is too small 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	For instance, it is a goat feeding trial but the authors are silent on how the feeding was actually conducted, what quantities of feed was offered and how data collected weekly, monthly or what? This gives glaring gaps. For the metabolic or balance trial acclimatization phase before data collection is not mentioned and how long data collection was done is missing  .
	

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

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


	No, the language is not clear. The issues seen are highlighted in track changes to help the authors rectify where possible 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Though the subject matter the manuscript tries to bring out is of great importance to the livestock production, the manuscript is lacking in many things like the general write up has many mistakes and needs extensive revisions as highlighted in red 
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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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