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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.


	The research work is novel and timely. Information on the use of probiotic and water lettuce in feeds is relevant in this era of precition nutrition and food security.The manuscript is well written except for minor issues. Merge the results and discussion section or rework on the results section as indicated. The discussion section is shallow.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Rephrase to………(EFFECTS OF WATER LETTUCE( Pistia stratiotes )AND 4BAC-EXTRA PROBIOTICS ON THE GROWTH PERFORMANCE AND ECONOMICS OF BROILER CHICKENS PRODUCTION
	

	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.


	……. Profit decreased as the probiotics level increased. It was concluded that supplementing broiler chicken diet at 10% and 5% water lettuce and probiotics inclusion respectively is hereby recommended for better economics of production with no adverse effects on their performance.  

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1.Intoduction…..add atleast one sentence on the purpose of the study at the tail end. As it is now, its hanging!!!!!       (The nutritional composition of water lettuce leaves includes 88.66% dry matter, 13.06% crude protein, 2.15% crude fat, 2778.55 kcal/kg metabolizable energy, and 21.86% crude fiber (Sitompul et al., 2020).
Materials and methods)

2. Check on the font mixup

3. How was the performance index calculated?
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Majority of citations are ok. But others are too old, for instance… Emerging regulatory standards (Neu, 1992) on the use of in feed enhancers like antibiotic and growth hormones,….a citation of 1992 cant be emerging!
In this era of climate change, get a recent agroecological classification …..(NIMET, 2008)
	

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


	…… were meted out?Explain
……..Replace immitation with replication
What do you mean by ….. body weightiness,
	

	Optional/General comments


	Materials and Methods….show how you calculated performance index

Results section…..Redo this section, have a sentence of some sentences introducing the tables rather thana continuos presentation of tables.
Alternative you can merge the results and diccussion sections.

Add Ethical Licence

Add Acknowledgement
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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