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	PART  1: 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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The manuscript titled "Histomorphology of Gastrocnemius Muscle in Chabro Chicken" holds significant importance for the scientific community. It provides critical insights into the anatomical and histomorphological characteristics of Chabro chicken muscle, which are vital for understanding the growth and quality dynamics of poultry meat. By comparing age and gender-related variations in muscle structure, the study offers valuable data for poultry farming and meat production, facilitating informed decisions for breed improvement and meat quality enhancement. Additionally, the research contributes to the broader field of animal physiology and food science by elucidating the interplay between muscle morphology and functional attributes. This can serve as a foundation for future studies targeting sustainable poultry production and nutritional optimization.
	

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

	The current title, "Histomorphology of Gastrocnemius Muscle in Chabro Chicken," effectively conveys the primary focus of the study by specifying the muscle type, species, and the histomorphological approach. However, it could be refined to better emphasize the study's comparative and age-related aspects, which are central to its findings.
	

	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 article summary provides a concise overview of the study, but could be improved to provide a more comprehensive summary of its content and significance. Although the current version outlines the objectives, methodology and some results, it would be useful to emphasize the wider implications of the research for the poultry industry and the scientific community. By including specific statistical trends, such as variations in muscle growth between sexes or by age group, the summary would gain in depth and clarity, increasing the impact of the results.
In addition, the abstract could briefly highlight the importance of the histological and statistical methods used in the study, which would add credibility and scientific rigor. Discussion of practical applications of the results, such as how they can guide breeding strategies or meat quality optimization, would strengthen the appeal of the abstract. By integrating these elements, the abstract would provide a more complete and engaging synthesis of the research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Based on the provided content, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct. It follows a structured approach, including a clear introduction, well-documented methodology, and comprehensive results supported by statistical analysis. The use of histological techniques and quantitative metrics, such as the measurement of muscle fiber diameter, fascicular cross-sectional area, and connective tissue percentage, demonstrates scientific rigor.
The findings are supported by references to relevant literature, which strengthens the study's credibility. Comparisons with prior studies, such as variations in muscle growth patterns and histological differences between sexes, align with established research norms. The manuscript also employs proper statistical methods and software (e.g., SPSS) to analyze the data, ensuring accuracy and reliability.
However, while the study is scientifically sound, its clarity and impact could be improved by providing more emphasis on the practical implications of the results and discussing any potential limitations of the study. This would further reinforce its scientific validity and relevance to both academic and industrial contexts.

	

	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 are generally sufficient and include a mix of foundational studies and recent research. However, some references date back several decades, such as those from the 1960s and 1970s, which may not fully reflect the current advancements in histomorphology and poultry science. While these historical references provide essential background, supplementing them with more recent studies would strengthen the manuscript's relevance and credibility.
	

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

	The language quality of the article is adequate for scholarly communication, but there are areas where it could be refined to enhance readability and professionalism.
	

	Optional/General comments
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	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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