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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.

	This is a good-quality manuscript with a significant scientific contribution that shows clarity in the study, written and experimental process. From the background section, it shows this paper emphasizes evaluating the phytochemical composition of Xylopia aethiopica and Tetrapleura tetraptera fruit meals for the goal of considering these fruit meals as feed additives in layered chickens. This paper did justification by meticulously reporting the phytochemical composition of both fruit meals and comparing their results with backed-up references. The fact that this research article did compare their result with backed-up references and then further use the information to suggest the addition of these two fruit meals as potential feed additives in poultry production makes it a particularly important contribution to the poultry production and scientific community. With some minor adjustments to the abstracts and references, as well as correction of typos, this manuscript should be of great importance to the scientific community.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is precise and good for scholarly communication.

	

	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 background section is well written, clear, objective, precise, and concise, but as the structure of an abstract should have (Background, Methods, Results, and Conclusion), there is no conclusion, which should consist of why the results discussed above matter and the broader impact on the aim of the research (feed additives in poultry production).

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is scientifically backed up, as it comes with a clear research question proposing, "This study aims to provide a comprehensive evaluation of the bioactive components of X. aethiopica and T. tetraptera fruit meals, discuss their biological activities, and discuss the benefits that can be derived from them in poultry production." And the above is justified by the stepwise crafted written report of the study method, and the result and discussion explanation in the manuscript justify the scientific value of the paper. The result and discussion are well-explained and informative with appropriate, scientifically backed-up references. Although the manuscript needs a little tweaking, as stated in the comments. Overall, the manuscript has good scientific reliability.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent enough, and the URL/DOI are consistent.
 
Kindly cross-check the references below:
 
Adesina, S. K., Iwalewa, E. O. & Johnny I. I. (2016). Tetrapleura tetraptera Taub -Ethnopharmacology, chemistry, medicinal and nutritional values—a review. British Journal of Pharmaceutical Research, 12, 1–22.
 
Udo, M. U. (2020). Effects of Tetrapleura tetraptera as feed additive on the blood profiles of broiler chickens. M.Sc. Thesis, Department of Animal Science, Akwa Ibom State University, Akwa Ibom State, Nigeria.
 
Ebana, R. U. B., Etok, C. A. & Etim, V. J. (2019). A quantitative assessment of the antibacterial activity, phytochemical and nutrient composition of the leaves of Tetrapluera tetraptera (Mimosaceae). World Journal of Applied Science and Technology, 11(2), 168- 173.
 
The DOI of this journal is incorrect.
 
Kemigisha, E., Owusu, E. O., Elusiyan, C. A., Omujal, F., Tweheyo, M. & Bosu, P. P. (2018). Tetrapleura tetraptera in Ghana, Nigeria and Uganda: household uses and local market. Forests, trees and livelihoods. https://doi.org/ 10.1080/ 14728028. 2018.1498027.

	

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

	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments

	
Minor typo:
 
Table II, in this paragraph, "Table I1 showed that X. aethiopica fruit meal contained 9.89% moisture, 5.39% ash, 8.72% fibre, 11.35% fat, 4.50% protein, and 60.15% carbohydrate. For T. tetraptera fruit meal, proximate analysis revealed 7.24% moisture, 2.24% ash, 5.42% crude fibre, 14.65% fat, 5.10% crude protein, and 65.35% carbohydrate," written as Table 1I.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	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)
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