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	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 manuscript is important to the scientific community because it contributes empirical evidence on the use of sesame (Sesamum indicum L.) seed cake as an alternative protein source in broiler chicken diets, addressing feed cost and protein scarcity in developing countries. The study provides valuable data on carcass characteristics, haematological, and serum biochemical responses, which are critical indicators of animal health and product quality. Its findings support the safe inclusion of locally available agro-industrial by-products in poultry nutrition, promoting sustainable and cost-effective livestock production. Overall, the work has practical relevance for animal scientists, nutritionists, and poultry producers seeking affordable feed alternatives without compromising bird health.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable for a scientific article: it is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the study variables, however it is quite long  and dense would suggest

Effects of Graded Levels of Sesame (Sesamum indicum L.) Seed Cake on Biochemical Parameters, Carcass Traits, and Organ Weights of Broiler Chickens

	

	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 abstract is generally comprehensive, covering the key elements of the study. However, it is method-heavy and somewhat unfocused, which reduces clarity and impact. Abstracts should prioritise purpose, key methods (briefly), principal results, and clear conclusions, rather than extensive procedural detail. In addition to being overly long, the abstract contains several grammatical errors, awkward constructions, and coherence issues that should be addressed to improve readability.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, overall the manuscript is scientifically correct, and the experimental approach is appropriate for the stated objectives. However, scientific rigor is weakened by method clarity gaps and reporting issues (e.g., unclear chemical analysis procedures, inconsistent phase timing/management details, limited description of sampling and lab methods, and several internal inconsistencies/typos in tables and narrative that could affect interpretability and reproducibility).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient to support the study’s background and discussion. However, many citations are dated, with a heavy reliance on sources from the 1980s–2000s. To strengthen the manuscript, the authors should include more recent (last 10 years) peer-reviewed studies on alternative protein sources in broiler diets, sesame seed cake or oilseed by-products, and updated haematological reference ranges for poultry.

	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are not fully suitable for scholarly communication in its current form. While the scientific ideas are understandable, the manuscript contains frequent grammatical errors, awkward sentence constructions, repetition, and coherence issues, and therefore requires substantial language editing (preferably professional English proofreading) before it can be considered for publication.

	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the study addresses a relevant and practical problem in poultry nutrition and demonstrates a clear attempt to link dietary intervention with both performance and physiological health indicators. With improved organisation, clearer methodological descriptions, and tighter data presentation, the manuscript has the potential to make a useful contribution to applied animal science research.
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