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	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes
	ok 

	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.


	Inconsistency in animal numbers:

Abstract states 72 animals, while Materials and Methods indicate 71 animals (60 females and 12 males).

The abstract addresses the objective, treatments, and main findings of the study; however, it contains excessive methodological detail and several language inaccuracies. Please revised and improve clarity more concise.
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is partially scientifically correct, but it contains methodological inconsistencies and statistical interpretation issues that require substantial revision. 
	noted 
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	No. the English quality is not suitable for scholarly communication, as the manuscript contains numerous grammatical errors, unclear sentences, and inconsistent scientific terminology.
	Improved 

	Optional/General comments


	Abstract states 72 animals, while Materials and Methods indicate 71 animals (60 females and 12 males).

Inclusion levels (1% thyme, 1% garlic, and 0.5%+0.5%) is not adequately explained.

The manuscript reports no significant differences (p > 0.05) in many parameters, but still draws strong conclusions favoring treatment T1.

Some values reported in the text do not match the tables (e.g., fecundity and mortality percentages).

Table titles and captions are sometimes incorrect (e.g., Table 3 refers to ginger instead of garlic).

 Keywords should be standardized (e.g., garlic powder instead of garlic). Units should be consistent (g, %, DM). Scientific names should be italicized throughout. The conclusion contains grammatical errors and should be rewritten for clarity.
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