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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.


	Generally, the manuscript is very relevant for the scientific community. It aslo used as a benchmark for further studies 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is good, but it needs some modification either of the  followowing
1.Acacia auriculiformis leaves’ powder effect on haematological parameters, intestinal parasites and bacteria in growing piglets
2. The effect of Acacia auriculiformis leaves’ powder on haematological parameters, intestinal parasites and bacteria in growing piglets

	

	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 experiment was tested on growing piglets as expressed on the title, but in the abstract, it stated that the experiment was conducted on growing-finishing pigs, so it needs consistency to make scientifically sound.
· The font size of  “Hyostrongylus rubidus , Strongles sp , and Ascaris” expressin in the abstriuct is 9, make similar as 12 as others 
· In the abstract, it lacks whether or not there was significant difference between group (i.e p<0.05, p<0.01…..etc), please make it scientifically sound 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	-Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct except some minor editions 
-Particularly the way and flow ideas in the introduction is good
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· The references are recent, but please add 1 or two citations in the second paragraph of the introduction part particularly line number 7-11, that explains about  Acacia auriculiformis (Aa) 
· Please correct the consistency of reference list, the use of full stop at the end of the year should be similar for both refrences. For example, you can check reference number 1 and two in the reference list
	

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


	Yes it is sutaible
	

	Optional/General comments


	· If you can, please change or substitute the word ‘essay’ by other relevant word in the whole document where it exists
· What is your baseline to use 0, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.5, 0.6% Acacia auriculiformis (Aa) as a treatmen in you study?
· Similary, what is your baseline to take faecal samples at 0, 45 and 90 days for faecal analysis?
· If you can, please put the full name of WBC, HGB, RBC, HCT under table 2. But, this is not mandatory 
Minor revision
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	I am not shore whether the experimental animals are managed in a humane type or not. So, please put any legal protocol regarding to the ethics/welfare of the experimental animals
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