EDITORIAL COMMENTS FORM 

	EDITORIAL COMMENT’S on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to editor’s comments

	In addition to the revision comments I found the following.:
1 - Article is valuable topic important for the scientific community and those working in turkey farms of turkey exposed to heat stress.

2-
Article is lacked  to scientific particularly methods support not included current literature and need to modern methods for economic analysis.

3-
Abstract lacks clarity and comprehensive need to explain the objectives aims. 4-ntroduction need reformulation with recent literature related to the topic.

5Author not report the all conditions for raising turkey poults production.

6-
Author not report methods used in determination of different growth parameters as initial and final weight gain, PER, FER,FCE and Dapp.

7-
Author not report how many turkey poults used statistical model used in the analysis as red color in text and tables.

8-
Results and discussion need to reformulates to improve article and understanding.

9-
References is little, old and insufficient include only one recent reference of each through last five year (Lan et al., 2020; Makowski et al., 2022; Huerta et al., 2024; Gao et al., 2025).

10-
Statistical analysis requires to sufficient methodology and detail to confirm the validity of the results.

11-
Results finding is not well presented and the author must be clearly establish the values of these study for the future of turkey farms of turkey exposed to heat stress and also for scientific community.

12-
The article needs to be reformulated and English language improved suitable for scholarly communications and journal readers.

13-
Article did not provide any scientific or professional contribution according to the paragraph after table 7.
Decision

1-
Required from 1 to 12 mentioned above in this decision.

2-
Article is lacked to scientific particularly methods support and need to modern methods for economic analysis.

3-
Abstract lacks clarity and comprehensive need to explain the objectives aims.

4-
Introduction need reformulation with recent literature related to the topic.

5-
Author not report the all conditions for raising turkey poults production.

6-
Author not report methods used in determination of different growth parameters as initial and final weight gain, PER, FER,FCE and Dapp.

7-
Author not report how many turkey poults used statistical model used in the analysis as red color in text and tables.

8-
Results finding is not well presented and the author must be clearly establish the values of these findings for the future of turkey poults production and also for scientific community.

9-
References is little, old and insufficient include only one recent reference of each through last five year (Lan et al., 2020; Makowski et al., 2022; Huerta et al., 2024; Gao et al., 2025).
10-
Statistical analysis requires to sufficient methodology and detail to confirm the validity of the results.

11-
The article needs to be reformulated and English language improved suitable for scholarly communications and journal readers.

12-
Article did not provide any scientific or professional contribution according to the paragraph after table 7.
	The article has been rewritten and all the relevant current literature has been included.

Abstract has been redesigned. All recent relevant literature has been included in the topic.
It has been clearly mentioned that the birds were reared in deep litter system. Further the temperature and humidity index has been clearly mentioned.

The method for estimation of FCR has been clearly mentioned

It has been clearly mentioned in the experimental model the number of turkey poults divided into n number of groups and nu number of replicates. Further for carcass quality characteristics the number of birds sacrificed has been clearly mentioned.

Results and discussion have been rewritten.

All the relevant current literature has been included.

It has been clearly mentioned how the statistical analysis was done. It was a one way anova analysis.

Results and discussion have been rewritten

The article has been rewritten

As the results in certain parameters were not significant, the non significant results are themselves a part of conclusion pertaining to feeding of sodium butyrate in turkeys under heat stress conditions. Further, the article is a part of M.V.Sc. dissertation of the first author which has already been evaluated by an External Examiner.

The article has been rewritten and all the relevant current literature has been included.

The article has been rewritten and all the relevant current literature has been included.

All recent relevant literature has been included in the topic.

It has been clearly mentioned that the birds were reared in deep litter system. Further the temperature and humidity index has been clearly mentioned.

The method for estimation of FCR has been clearly mentioned

It has been clearly mentioned in the experimental model the number of turkey poults divided into n number of groups and nu number of replicates. Further for carcass quality characteristics the number of birds sacrificed has been clearly mentioned.

Results and discussion have been rewritten.

All the relevant current literature has been included.

It has been clearly mentioned how the statistical analysis was done. It was a one way anova analysis.

The article has been rewritten

As the results in certain parameters were not significant, the non significant results are themselves a part of conclusion pertaining to feeding of sodium butyrate in turkeys under heat stress conditions. Further, the article is a part of M.V.Sc. dissertation of the first author which has already been evaluated by an External Examiner.
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