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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.
	· This study is signficant for the scientific community as it provides experimental evidence supporting the anticoccidial potential of plant-derived compounds, specifically the n-hexane fraction of cashew nut shell extract.
· The results also contribute to the broader field of ethnopharmacology and veterinary parasitology by identifying bioactive fractions with potential therapeutic applications.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title of this manuscript is okay, but it is a bit long. I suggest make it shorter. You can consider this one “N-Hexane Fraction of Cashew Nut Shell Extract as a Potential Anticoccidial Agent in Broiler Chickens”
	

	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.
	Some suggestion can be seen in tract changes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct in its methodology and findings. It would be better to increase sample size
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Many of your references are more than 10 years old; only a few go beyond 2018. Try to use references that are within 5 years old
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript uses formal scientific style but there are some inconsistent terminology: sometimes “n-hexane fraction,” other times “N-hexane fraction”; also inconsistent italicization of Eimeria tenella. Try to avoid long sentences
	

	Optional/General comments
	Overall it is a good manuscript
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