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	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.


	Conducted a study which included:
1. Assess the effect of mannan-oligosaccharide (MOS) and pomegranate (Punica granatum) peel powder (PPP) on the growth performance and nutrient digestibility of broiler chickens.

2. Evaluate the dietary effect of Mannan-oligosaccharide (MOS) and Pomegranate (Punica granatum) peel powder (PPP) in broiler chickens with the objective to observe their dietary effect on growth performance and nutrient digestibility in broiler chickens.

3. concluded that pomegranate peel powder @ 0.9% can be incorporated as alternative growth promoter (as prebiotic) in broiler ration for better production. However, further more elaborate studies with large number of birds and different doses of pomegranate peel powder is appreciated to ascertain the suitable amount of pomegranate peel powder for dietary supplementation in broiler rations for better productivity and ideal health status.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes very 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.


	Yes, the abstract good enough and not need to any deletion or addition.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes,

1. used the suitable approach in the research methodology, however it will be better to clarify why the used the design RCBD in analysing the data.

2. The research results were useful and of scientific value that enrich the field of scientific knowledge in the field of study.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, checked the references and confirm that all in the text are listed in the list of references except 1 of them which it will be better to be added.
	

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


	Yes, it is good.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. compared the different groups with specific levels only, and suggest to conduct another study with several levels for the same treatment.

2. it will be better to use the design CRD instead of the design RCBD in analysing the data, because it appears that the data were randomized according to CRD design.
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