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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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.


	Study suggests information about how ZnO-NPs may help to improve shell quality, which has financial ramifications by decreasing egg breakage and raising marketable yield.  The results advance scientific understanding and have real-world applications for farmers, veterinarians, and poultry nutritionists.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Can be concised like--Effect of nano zinc oxide on egg quality in Kuttanad ducks.---up to the author
	

	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.


	scientifically sound--abstract mentions 160 birds directly assigned, but Methods mention 360 procured and 160 females selected. The selection process and handling of excluded birds should be clarified.ethicalapproval details are missing and must be added.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	scientifically sound
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are recent and adequate, covering studies up to 2023.-- Consistency in terminology (“Nanoparticles” instead of “Nano particles”) should also be maintained.
	

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


	Okay
	

	Optional/General comments


	The discussion should be strengthened to include mechanistic insights into why nano zinc was more effective than inorganic zinc.

The conclusion should reflect that both 40 mg/kg and 60 mg/kg Zn-NPs improved shell thickness, not just 40 mg/kg.

Practical implications (reduced breakage, farmer benefit) and limitations (breed specificity, short duration) should be discussed.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)

no mention of animal ethics approval.
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