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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.

	The manuscript provides critical empirical data on the comparative performance of Kamrupa chickens, a vital dual-purpose breed for rural poultry development. By evaluating growth and production traits over 72 weeks under both controlled farm and scavenging field conditions, this study provides a comprehensive understanding of the breed's genetic potential and phenotypic expression. The findings highlight the significant impact of management and nutritional interventions on improving productivity, which is essential for designing effective extension strategies in developing countries
	

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

	Yes
	

	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
It is recommended that adding statistical significance values ​​(p < 0.05) to key figures in the abstract will make it more scientifically sound.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. 
The methodology used is consistent with poultry research standards, including the use of wing banding to identify and record production parameters at various age stages. The data presented logistically support the conclusion that intensive management improves performance.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are 3 references missing from the main text.
Too few references are used.
The references are not arranged alphabetically.
	

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

	suitable
	

	Optional/General comments

	Minor revision
Statistical Validation: While the biological interpretation of the results is clear, the manuscript would be significantly strengthened by incorporating formal statistical inference. It is recommended to perform an Independent-Samples T-Test to determine the level of significance (p < 0.05) for key parameters, including body weight at 40 weeks, egg weight, and cumulative egg production. 
Data Visualization: The presentation of growth performance would benefit from including a growth curve graph (Body Weight vs. Age) to visually demonstrate the divergence between the farm and field groups starting at 5 weeks of age.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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

No
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