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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 manuscript investigates a practical welfare challenge in swine farming. The use of Lemongrass essential oil as a low-cost alternative for improving piglet behaviour is innovative and has potential in commercial systems. The study provides meaningful data and contributes to improving solutions for animal welfare.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable and emphasises the study’s objective, but it could be written as “Effects of Lemongrass Essential Oil (Cymbopogon citratus) on Social Interactions of Weaned Piglets”
	

	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 well structured and comprehensive. However, it would be great if the affected behaviour were specified. The manuscripts (Result- Behaviour section) report the treatment influence on biting the gate, lying down, sitting, investigating the environment, vocalizing, feeding, and drinking activity in treated groups, but these details are not indicated in the abstract. A concise sentence summarising the main behavioural changes would make the abstract more informative.
“However,” in the conclusion section should be removed because it disrupts the flow.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically robust. The experimental design, which involves grouping of weaning batches and behavioural assessment is appropriate.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, but the authors may consider adding a few more recent publications (in the last 5 years) related to behavioural modification in piglets.
	

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


	Yes, the English is clear and suitable for scholarly communications
	

	Optional/General comments


	The video references are useful but should be checked to ensure approval with journal formatting.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

Since it was stated that the procedures were approved by Animal Use Ethics Committee (protocol 291/2019) and followed standard welfare guidelines, there are no ethical issues 
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