Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Biology & Biotechnology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JABB_150470

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Effects of dietary supplementation of neem leaf powder on performance of commercial broilers

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	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.


	1- A natural alternative to antibiotics
2- Has antimicrobial properties
3- Strengthens the immune system
4- Growth stimulant
5- Improves meat quality


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. It is suitable
	

	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.


	In the abstract section, the breed of chicken being tested and the statistical design model should be written. Other items are highlighted in yellow, and the author should fix the problems by following the track changes in the margin of the text.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article has followed a correct scientific method. However, there are definitely some things that need to be corrected in the text, especially in the materials and methods, results, and discussion sections, which have been identified for the authors in the text.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references need to be rechecked and rewritten according to the journal's standards. The references were relevant to the article and appropriate.


	

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


	The writing structure is almost suitable, and the problematic cases are highlighted in yellow in the article, and the authors should fix these cases.


	

	Optional/General comments


	As mentioned, the issues and ambiguities should be resolved in the text. Here are a few key points: 1- The authors must include the chemical analysis of the tested substance (neem leaf powder) and the processing method for use in rations in the article. 2- In the results and discussion section, the authors should discuss the results and not just state that their test results were consistent or inconsistent with those of other authors. They should mention the reasons for the decrease or increase of variables under the influence of the experimental substance. 3- In the discussion section of the article, the authors mentioned, for example, that the effect of the experimental substance was influenced by weight but not by feed intake, and in this regard, they referred to their test data, which should include the table of experimental ration analysis in the article so that the reader can make a more comprehensive review of this claim by examining the tables. The authors were informed (in the text) that the ration analysis tables must be included. Other issues should also be corrected. With the implementation of these items and at the discretion of the editorial board of the journal, the article has the possibility of acceptance.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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