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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.


	The manuscript presents the results of a field study to assess the growth and economic performance of white Peking ducks in a homestead system in the mountainous region of Manipur (India). The study is important for the scientific community, as it provides practical evidence of the effectiveness of semi-intensive duck farming using local feed resources. The work has both scientific and applied significance aimed at improving the well-being of low-income rural farmers. The data presented can be useful for developing recommendations in the field of agriculture, farming development and adapting breeding work to field conditions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "Growth Performance of White Pekin Duck in farmers field condition" needs grammatical clarification. I recommend the option: "Growth Performance and Economic Efficiency of Keeping White Pekin Ducks under Backyard Farming Conditions in Manipur" This option better reflects both the scientific and practical content of the article.
	

	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 contains the main elements: purpose, brief description of methods, results, and general conclusions. However, it requires significant editing due to numerous grammatical errors, extra or missing spaces and punctuation, and difficulty in comprehension.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the study is based on real farm conditions, which is an advantage. However, scientific correctness needs to be improved: 
- There is no statistical analysis, although the authors operate with numerical data with ± values. 
- The criteria for selecting farmers, the number of individuals covered by measurements, the distribution of ducklings by sex in villages, the weighing method, and the variations in feed composition are not detailed. This is necessary to ensure the reproducibility of the results. 
- There is some confusion between sections (for example, duplication of information in the "Conclusions" section). 
I believe that the study is worth attention, but it needs to clarify the data and improve the presentation structure.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The list of references is generally adequate for a short applied article and includes works from the last 5 years covering key topics (growth, FCR, economics). However, it is worth adding at least one source from 2022–2024 to confirm that the authors are focusing on completely new publications (since all in the list are up to and including 2021). It would also be good to add 1–2 review articles or foreign comparative sources on duck farming or the economics of poultry farming (for example, on current practices in China, the EU or Southeast Asia) – for a broader context. In addition, the references needs editing – the format of the sources needs to be unified (some numbers are given without proper punctuation).
	

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


	The text contains: a large number of grammatical errors, inappropriate or incorrect word combinations, problems with the coordination of tenses and verb forms, poorly structured sentences, which complicate the perception of the text. 
For my part, I would like to note that I am not a native English speaker, so my judgment may not be entirely objective. At the same time, the impression from reading the text indicates the need for professional language editing – preferably with the participation of an editor with experience in academic style.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The topic of the manuscript is relevant and applicable, especially for countries with developed homestead poultry farming and in the context of supporting small-scale farming and the development of homestead poultry farming in rural regions. It is worth paying attention to the visual design of tables and figures (units of measurement, fonts, captions). The diagrams almost completely duplicate the content of the tables, without adding a new analytical or visual layer of interpretation. Such excessive duplication reduces the informativeness of the visual design. In addition, Figure 1 contains an error in scaling: the vertical scale is given in values ​​that are 10 times higher than the actual body weight indicators. This creates a false impression of the weight gain of ducklings and requires urgent correction. Figure 2 looks unrepresentative due to the significant difference in scale between the indicators. For example, mortality (4–5%) and FCR (≈3) are shown next to slaughter yield (≈70%), which makes most of the columns look almost invisible against the background of one large value. Therefore, I recommend in this case to leave the table instead of the diagram, and in the first - the graph, but significantly refine it - correct the errors mentioned above, add trend lines, comparisons between sexes, confidence intervals, etc.
(The manuscript is devoted to a topical topic and has undoubted practical significance for small-scale poultry producers. The work contains original field data, a clear structure and a sufficient number of modern literary sources (all references are from the last five years). At the same time, the manuscript requires significant revision: – elimination of numerical and logical inconsistencies in tables and figures; – correction of scales and visual design of graphs; – editing of the English text to ensure academic accuracy; – clarification of the description of the methodology and harmonization of terminology. After making these changes, the article can be recommended for publication, since its content has applied significance and is of interest to specialists in the field of poultry farming and rural development.)
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