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	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.


	This paper is essential for the scientific community because it underscores new dietary approaches for boosting animal production. It meets the worldwide demands for animal production that is both effective and sustainable, benefiting from the latest studies and turning them into achievable solutions. The paper has implications in terms of food security, the health of animals, and the protection of the environment.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is clear, concise, and informative. It accurately reflects the content and scope of the manuscript, making it suitable for the intended readership. Therefore, no change is necessary.
	

	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 addresses an appropriate range of topics, but it does not tell us enough about the advancements made in livestock nutrition, such as precision feeding, nutrigenomics, feed additives, and sustainability. It appears somewhat dense, and it would benefit from a defined focus, a statement of the manuscript’s purpose, and a bit of balance across the topics. To further strengthen its impact, minor edits to the readability, emphasis on the contribution.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, accurate, and aligned with current research in livestock nutrition. 

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript is well-referenced and cites relevant studies; however, as a review article, it would benefit from including additional recent references to provide a more comprehensive overview of current advancements in livestock nutrition.

	

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


	The manuscript’s English and language quality are generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication, with only minor edits needed to improve readability and flow.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well written and organized. Each of the indicated topics (precision feeding, nutrigenomics, and sustainability, to name a few) is critical and depends on the others. Their relation to advancements in livestock nutrition is well covered. As such, the paper is fine, well articulated, and makes a good contribution to the field. Small improvements can be made, as there could be a few additional references made to recent literature to make the review more complete. Also, sentence flow could be changed slightly to improve readability. The manuscript requires little to no changes to be published.
Based on the provided information, I would assign an Minor Revision.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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