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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.


	This paper examines the overall spatial distribution of poultry farming in Ahmednagar district of Maharashtra. It also gives a developing area. It gives a targeted way forward by identifying high- and low-production zone. This study will assist the decision-makers to improve poultry production and market linkages for rural development and food-security.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "Tahsil-wise Assessment of Broiler and Layer Poultry Production in Ahmednagar District, Maharashtra" is clear and informative, but it could be made more concise and engaging.

Here’s an alternative suggestion:

"Spatial Distribution and Production Patterns of Broiler and Layer Poultry in Ahmednagar District, Maharashtra"


	

	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 covers most of the relevant information concerning the study objectives, methodology, major findings, and conclusions.

But it would be much stronger with the inclusion of particular policy or future research implications. It could improve how real-life it is by talking about the ways it could be fixed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically accurate and presents detailed data analysis on poultry production in Ahmednagar. The findings are adequately supported by authentic references and follow a clear methodology.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the document are good, but more recent studies or reports could add richness to the content. You may want to think of adding recent government or industry reports (2022/2023) and recent research on poultry production from Scopus or Web of Science or places like that. It could be more useful to include a few more local studies from Maharashtra or a similar agro-climatic region.
	

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


	Article suitable for academic communication in term of language and structure. The material is clear; formalized; sequenced; appropriately academic – in both terminology and references. But, efforts can be made to improve the readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	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)

The manuscript seems to have ethical issues in the section on consent and ethical approval as it states that no ethical approval is necessary because the study uses secondary data. But, depending on the source of the data and how sensitive it is, ethical issues may still exist, relating to perhaps something like privacy of the data or proper citation. Moreover, the “Disclaimer” part mentions AI involvement in writing, maybe ensuring clear disclosure of AI’s role in research output.
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