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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 is important for the scientific community as it provides experimentally validated evidence on the use of neem leaf powder as a natural, residue-free alternative to antibiotic growth promoters in commercial broiler production. The study identifies an optimal inclusion level (2 g/kg feed) that improves feed efficiency and economic returns without adverse effects on growth, thereby offering practical guidance for poultry nutritionists and producers. Additionally, the findings contribute to the growing body of research on phytogenic feed additives and support sustainable and responsible poultry farming practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title is generally suitable, as it clearly reflects the objective and scope of the study.
	

	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 well structured, as it clearly states the background, objective, experimental design, key findings, and conclusion of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is largely scientifically correct in terms of its experimental concept, study design, data collection, statistical analysis, and interpretation of results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are largely sufficient and relevant to the research topic.
	

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


	The overall language and English quality of the manuscript are moderately acceptable for scholarly communication, and the scientific message is generally understandable.
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