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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 is important because it shows that banana leaf powder can be used as a natural and low-cost feed additive for broiler chickens. The study demonstrates that adding banana leaves, especially at 3%, improves growth performance, nutrient use, and reduces feed cost. It also supports the replacement of antibiotics with plant-based alternatives in poultry production. Overall, the findings contribute to more sustainable and economical poultry feeding practices
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable because it clearly shows the main topic of the study. However, it can be improved to be more specific and scientific. A better title would clearly mention the feed additive, its purpose, and the animal studied. Overall, a more detailed title helps readers easily understand the focus of the research.

Suggested alternative titles:

Effects of Banana (Musa paradisiaca) Leaf Powder as a Natural Feed Additive on Growth Performance, Nutrient Utilization, and Feed Cost in Broiler Chickens
	

	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 is clear and covers the study’s aim, methods, main results, and conclusion. It could be improved by mentioning the number of birds, the experimental design, and the trial duration. Adding key numerical results (e.g., body weight gain, feed conversion ratio, or cost efficiency) would make it stronger. The conclusion should be shorter and clearly recommend the optimal inclusion level (3%).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the study is scientifically correct. The experiment was well-designed with clear treatment groups and measured growth, feed use, and cost. The results are reliable and match previous research. Some minor improvements could be added, like more details on housing, newer references, and explaining how banana leaves improve growth. Overall, the conclusions are supported by the data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are mostly enough and relevant, including older and recent studies on banana leaf use in poultry and other animals. Most are from the last 5–10 years, which is good. However, the manuscript could be improved by adding a few very recent studies (2023–2025) on banana leaf or other plant-based feed additives, studies on banana leaf bioactive compounds and their effects on gut health, and recent review papers on natural feed additives to make it more complete and up-to-date.
	

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


	The English in the article is clear and understandable for scientific readers. Most terms are correct, but some sentences are long and repetitive. Minor grammar and style corrections are needed to make it easier to read and more professional
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is well-designed and provides valuable insights into the use of banana leaf powder in broiler diets. The results are clearly presented and supported by relevant literature. Some sections could be shortened or simplified for better readability, and minor language edits would improve clarity. Overall, the manuscript contributes useful data for poultry nutrition and feed cost optimization.
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	Reviewer’s comment

No, there do not appear to be any ethical issues in this manuscript. The study involves standard feeding trials with broiler chickens, and the authors have declared no competing interests. Ethical practices related to animal use seem to have been followed
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No, there are no apparent ethical issues in this manuscript. The study follows standard procedures for broiler chicken feeding trials, and the authors have clearly declared that they have no competing interests. Ethical guidelines regarding animal use appear to have been respected.
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