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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 manuscript demonstrates that Amla leaf powder can be used as a growth promoter. It also establishes that 1.0% inclusion of the leaf power optimises body weight gain, feed conversion ratio and economic returns. The leaf powder can be used as a cost-effective alternative to antimicrobial growth promoter.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is 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 was not comprehensive enough. Begin the abstract with a problem statement, then objective, methodology (must be concise and comprehensive), results (must be concise and comprehensive: include numerical values of results), and conclusion. The abstract requires huge revision and let us know whether the manuscript was about Amla Fruit Powder (AFP) or Amla Leaf Powder (ALP).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The introduction of the manuscript was not well structured and contained many outdated references. The manuscript could not establish the rationale for the choice of different inclusion levels of the Amla used. Why did you choose 0.5, 1.0 and 2.0% inclusion levels? Why are the percentages of inclusion levels also not sequential? Why the inclusion of AFP as a treatment? Under discussion section: Let your discussion be deeper (mechanistic depth is required)
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I could not find the following references online: 1. AOAC. (2005).  Official methods of analysis (18th ed., Hornitz, W., Ed.). Washington, D.C., USA: Association of Analytical Chemists. 2. ICAR. (2013). Nutrient requirement of Japanese quail. Central Avian Research Institute (CARI), Izatnagar, Bareilly, Uttar Pradesh, India. Kindly review them and provide their DOI
Check the following references as they will be useful for your introduction and discussion: 1. DIETARY ADDITION OF AMLA (Emblica officinalis) POWDER ON THE GROWTH PERFORMANCE AND IMMUNITY STATUS OF BROILER IN SUMMER (2021) : Check the related articles on Google Scholar 2. Effect of dietary supplementation of amla (Emblica officinalis) fruit powder, tulsi (Ocimum sanctum) leaf powder and their combination on production

performance of Japanese quails (2024): Google Scholar. 
	

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


	The manuscript needs to be revised to fix some grammatical errors and redundancy.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is good and can be considered for publication after major revision.
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