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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 provides valuable empirical data on the dose-dependent effects of a widely available botanical, neem leaf powder, in broiler nutrition. It contributes significantly to the ongoing search for effective, natural antibiotic alternatives by identifying a clear low-dose optimum (2 g/kg) for improving feed efficiency and profitability. The findings are of direct practical importance to producers and enrich the scientific understanding of how phytogenic feed additives, particularly those with known bioactive compounds like neem, function in a non-linear manner, where higher inclusion levels may not yield additional benefits.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is
	

	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 should explicitly state the non-linear dose-response (best results at the lowest dose) as the central finding, not just that 0.2% was beneficial.
Include a single sentence suggesting a possible reason for the dose effect
Fix the typo where "NLP" is written as "NLM"
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The discussion lacks scientific depth, failing to interpret the "why" behind the results, which is a major requirement for a research article.
	

	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 a good mix of recent (2020-2024) and foundational studies. However, they are used primarily for comparison rather than to build a mechanistic argument.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable but requires significant polishing for scholarly communication.
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