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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.


	The manuscript highlights the potential of Agaricus bisporus mushrooms fruiting body waste (powder) as possible additive in broiler production. It demonstrates that dietary supplementation can improve growth performance, nutrient utilization, and feed cost efficiency at different percentage inclusion (2%). It also provides data for poultry producers and researchers on eco-friendly, cost-effective strategies to enhance poultry productivity.

Scientifically relevant but need to be improved on.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
The title can be retained
	

	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.


	It is informative but needs to be reworked to align with scientific (academic) standard.  The author did not mention if the mushroom is edible or the poisonous species, there was no mention of the quantity that was fed to each bird daily in both the abstract and the methodology. 
Institutional address should be moved to the body (Methodology). It will be better to introduce the Abstract with the Aims of the study. Inconsistent use of some scientific terms. I have suggested that some things be removed in the reviewed article
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Grey arears should be clarified. Is the mushroom poisonous? What quantity was fed the birds daily? Any justification for using 1%, 2% and 3 % level of inclusion? 
Need some adjustments. The introduction and Discussion session should be reworked to be more focused (Not too strong). No justification was provided for using levels of inclusion as low 1%, 2% and 3% (Reference of something scientific).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Good percentage of the references are recent but not sufficient 
Most of the findings quoted in the introduction/ background are not referenced.  One reference; Adentunji, O. C. and Adejumo, 0. I. 2019 was not cited in the body but listed
	

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


	70%
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript needs to be adjusted to meet publication standard. Abstract to be adjusted, language and scientific terms consistency, introduction and discussion somehow weak, and adding references for background findings.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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