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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.


	The contribution of this manuscript to our industry is that it identifies curcumin as a natural and sustainable alternative to conventional antibiotics in poultry health management. This study is critical for the global problem of antimicrobial resistance and provides empirical evidence for a phytogenic supplement to mitigate hematological disturbances caused by E. coli infection in broilers. Scientists and veterinarians who would like to find more stable solutions to improve disease resistance and immune function in livestock and to decrease the reliance of the food production system on antibiotics can gain from this study. It also adds to the growing literature describing functional feed additives that promote animal welfare and food safety in an environmentally friendly way.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title "Hematological Effects of Curcumin Supplementation in Escherichia coli–Infected Broiler Chickens" is generally suitable
	

	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 itself includes what is essential to this study (objective, methods, key results and conclusion), but in other words it is not, by standard scientific writing standards, very thorough, very clear, very professional in appearance. The language is frequently unclear, it skips essential methodological information and an explicit explanation of the central result's importance,
Clarity and Professional Tone, Specific Objectives, Precise Methodology, Quantitative Results with Significance: Instead of "significant changes," specify the direction and key comparisons of the most important findings. Explicit Conclusion and Significance: End with a strong, clear takeaway that states the implication.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Following a careful reading of the supplied manuscript, this article seemed to be scientifically valid and good in its basic format and findings with the basics of sound scientific research. But its layout and parts of methodological explanations are in need of considerable revision to be of general publication quality.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely sufficient for the scope of the study
	

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


	No, the language and English quality of the article are not currently suitable for scholarly communication.
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