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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 manuscript addresses a practical welfare problem in swine production by testing a natural, low-cost intervention that has not been examined in this context before. The work offers new evidence on how topical essential oils may influence early post-weaning behavior, a period known for high stress and social instability. By combining chemical characterization with behavioral and lesion assessments, the study adds useful data that can inform future welfare strategies and research on non-pharmacological calming agents. Its findings can help guide both scientific inquiry and on-farm practices aimed at improving piglet welfare without compromising performance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is generally suitable, as it clearly reflects the main focus of the study and directly states the research question. It conveys both the intervention tested and the target population, allowing readers to understand the subject matter at a glance. However, the title could be strengthened by specifying the behavioral or welfare emphasis of the study to better capture its scientific scope.
A possible alternative title could be: “Effects of Cymbopogon citratus essential oil on social interactions and welfare indicators in newly 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 generally comprehensive and provides a clear overview of the study’s aims, methods, and key findings. It effectively summarizes the experimental design, the behavioral and lesion assessments, and the main outcomes related to social interactions and welfare. However, the abstract could be improved by enhancing clarity and focus. Specifically, the results section is somewhat lengthy and could be streamlined to emphasize only the most relevant findings. Additionally, stating the practical implications of the results more explicitly would strengthen the impact of the conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound, with an appropriate design, suitable methods, and reasonable interpretation of results. However, a few areas such as clarification of randomization procedures and sample size justification could be improved to further strengthen scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and include several recent and relevant sources, particularly on animal welfare and essential oil applications.
	

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


	The language quality of the article is generally suitable for scholarly communication, with clear structure and understandable scientific content. However, some sections would benefit from minor editing to improve grammar, flow, and clarity, ensuring the manuscript reads more smoothly and professionally. Overall, the English is acceptable but could be improved with light proofreading
	

	Optional/General comments


	Points that should be improved for transparency/better understanding 
1. Clarify analgesia and monitoring procedures.
Although the experiment is observational, the manuscript should state whether animals were monitored for signs of excessive distress during social mixing.

2. Specify handling and restraint protocols.
Even minimal handling (weighing, topical application) should be described to confirm humane practices.

3. Remove the portuguese text from the ethics statement or provide an English version only, as journals typically require uniform language.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

There are no major ethical issues based on the information provided, but a few points should be clarified to ensure full compliance with international standards.

What is acceptable:
The study states that ethical approval was obtained (Protocol No. 291/2019).

The husbandry conditions and procedures appear standard for swine research.

There is no indication of procedures that would cause unnecessary pain or distress beyond normal weaning stress.
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