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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 article addresses an important and practical issue in the field of animal nutrition and improving the livelihoods of smallholder farmers. The study design based on local community participation and the focus on low-cost and accessible technologies are its main strengths. However, the article has significant shortcomings in terms of writing, data presentation, statistical analysis, and structure that require substantial revision.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	No, the abstract is not comprehensive and suffers from several critical flaws that significantly reduce its effectiveness. It is confusing, lacks key details, and fails to present the most important findings clearly.
Please corrected. he experimental shoats were split up into four groups, each of which had 50 shoats for a total of 200 shoats... The design used was randomized complete design (RCD). With five dietary treatments."
he abstract is not clear. A good abstract should provide the key numerical findings. For example, it should state the final body weights or total weight gains for the best and control treatments (e.g., "Shoats on T3 reached an average final weight of X kg, significantly higher than the X kg in the control group T4").
Please refer to the refereed file.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No, Please refer to the refereed file.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, Please check that the references in the references section are also in the text of the article.
	

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


	No, the language and English quality of the article are not suitable for scholarly communication in its current state. The manuscript requires extensive editing and revision to meet the standards of an academic journal.

The article must undergo professional language editing before submission to a journal. This is not a minor correction but a necessary, substantial revision.

Here is a detailed breakdown of the language issues and their impact:

Shoats' Reactions to the Supplement, With the exception of the control group, every shoat progressed better in every group." (Awkward phrasing, incorrect comma use)

"indicates an increase in the experimental shoats' ultimate live body weights and overall weight gains; as a result, the body weight of the experimental shoats was observed to be rising as the concentrate mixture level rose." (Run-on sentence, redundant)

"whom pointed out that the effect of concentrate feed supplementation on body weight change... is increases" (Incorrect use of "whom," subject-verb agreement error)

"the control group... shows no sufferance difference" ("Sufferance" is the wrong word; "significant" is meant).
The use of words like "progressed better," "strong financial returns," and "pointed out" is too informal for a research article. More precise, academic vocabulary is needed (e.g., "exhibited superior growth," "positive economic returns," "reported" or "demonstrated").

The phrase "Shoats' Reactions to the Supplement" is not a standard scientific heading; "Growth Response to Supplementation" would be more appropriate.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is nor properly written and needs a lot of corrections. Please use the peer-reviewed article file.
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