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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 (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.

	This study is important because it brings attention to natural, plant-based alternatives for treating parasitic infections in poultry which is a major concern as resistance to commercial dewormers are on the rise. By using both lab and live animal tests, the research gives strong evidence that these traditional remedies have real potential. It is also a reminder that local knowledge, like ethnoveterinary practices, should not be overlooked but rather explored and supported through science.
	

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

	The current title is informative, but can be shortened to “Evaluation of Anthelmintic Effects of Chrysophyllum cainito and Psidium guajava Bark Extracts Against Ascaridia galli in Chickens”
	

	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 the main parts of the study, but it could be clearer and more focused. It would help to briefly explain the problem being addressed and state the aim more directly. Some sentences could be simplified example - In vitro anthelmintic evaluation showed time-dependent and concentration-dependent efficacies
 Simplified: "In vitro tests showed that effectiveness increased with time and concentration. Also, The ovicidal action of Chrysophyllum cainito bark ethanolic extract at 60mg/ml has recorded 94.65% inhibition capacity...
 Simplified: "Chrysophyllum cainito extract at 60 mg/ml showed 94.65% egg inhibition”. Finally, the tone should be more objective. Adding a short concluding sentence would also make it feel more complete.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. Appropriate methods were used, the data supports the conclusions, and the results are clearly presented. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient but adding a few more recent studies from the last five years would make it stronger. A couple of updated sources on plant-based dewormers or resistance trends would be helpful.
	

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

	The language is understandable, though some sentences are wordy and needs editing to sound more natural and professional. Also proofread and check for grammar. 
	

	Optional/General comments

	
A good project with practical relevance, especially in exploring plant-based alternatives for parasite control.


	














	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)


	






Reviewer details:
Kosisochukwu Dematus Onyeagba, Nigeria

Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                             Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (05-12-2024)	
