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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This manuscript provides valuable insights into the use of Hibiscus sabdariffa seed flour as a feed 
additive for broiler chickens, addressing an important issue in poultry production—reducing feed costs 
while maintaining or enhancing performance. The study's findings are particularly relevant for regions 
with limited access to conventional feed ingredients, as it suggests a locally available and cost-effective 
alternative. The research is well-executed with significant implications for improving poultry productivity, 
particularly in developing countries.  
 

 

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

 

The title "Effect of incorporating Hibiscus sabdariffa seed flour (red variety) on zootechnical 
performance of broilers Cobb500 strain" is informative 

 

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 provides a good overview of the study, summarizing the aim, methodology, 
key findings, and conclusions. 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

The subsections and structure of the manuscript are generally appropriate, adhering to 
standard scientific paper formatting 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

This manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound due to its well-defined 
experimental design, which includes clear control and treatment groups, appropriate sample 
sizes, and the use of statistical analyses to support the results. The methodology is thoroughly 
explained, particularly the formulation of rations, data collection, and analysis of zootechnical 
parameters, allowing for replication of the study. Furthermore, the study addresses a relevant 
and timely issue—finding cost-effective, locally available feed alternatives—backed by a 
detailed literature review. The statistical methods used (ANOVA, Tukey post hoc tests) ensure 
that the conclusions drawn are based on significant findings, making the manuscript 
scientifically credible. 
 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 

The references in the manuscript appear sufficient and cover relevant studies that align with the 
research topic. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
The language of the article is generally understandable 
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PART  2:  
 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should 
write his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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