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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 manuscript makes a meaningful contribution to poultry nutrition research, particularly for backyard production systems where feed cost and availability remain major constraints. The study goes beyond performance evaluation by linking poultry productivity with on-farm Azolla biomass production using different livestock manures. The use of field-level trials strengthens the practical relevance of the findings. The information presented is valuable for researchers and practitioners working on sustainable and low-input poultry production systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title generally reflects the content and key variables of the study. However, it is relatively long and includes some repetitive information, such as the phrase “under backyard system,” which is already implied. The title could be slightly shortened to improve clarity and readability.
Example : Effect of Fresh Azolla pinnata Cultivated on Different Manures on Growth and Laying Performance of Sonali Birds
	

	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 covers the objectives, methodology, main findings, and conclusions of the study. Some sentences are relatively long and could be simplified for better readability. Repetition of terms such as “backyard conditions” and “fresh Azolla pinnata” can be reduced. Including the study duration in the abstract would help clarify the context of the results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically, this manuscript is well-structured, and the methods used are appropriate to the research objectives. The experimental design, proximate analysis, and statistical procedures are clearly explained. However, the use of the t-test for long-term performance data could be explained in more detail, particularly regarding the experimental units and assumptions. This clarification would strengthen the scientific rigor of the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and largely up to date. The cited literature adequately supports discussions on Azolla, poultry nutrition, and sustainable production systems. Older references used for standard methodologies are acceptable. No major gaps in essential references were identified.
	

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


	Overall, the English language quality is acceptable for scholarly communication. Some repetition of words, minor grammatical errors, and inconsistent terminology are present, particularly in the Introduction and Discussion sections. Minor language editing would improve clarity and professionalism.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript has strong practical value and is relevant to smallholder poultry farming conditions. Field documentation supports the applied nature of the study. With minor improvements in language, terminology consistency, and statistical clarification, the manuscript is suitable for publication.
The manuscript addresses a relevant and practical topic with potential benefits for backyard poultry production systems. The methodology is generally clear, the data are presented systematically, and the discussion is supported by appropriate references. However, several important issues require attention before acceptance, minor improvements in language clarity and structure. Improvements in language clarity, consistency of terminology, and alignment of tables, figures, and citations with the journal format are also required to meet publication standards.
With appropriate revisions, the manuscript has good potential for publication.
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