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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	I have reviewed your manuscript, " Metagenomics Assay of Gut Microbiota and Impacts on Body Weights of Improved Nigerian Indigenous Chickens (Alpha Funaab) Raised in Uyo, Nigeria." This study provides the enhance their understanding of the role of microbes in relations to growth. The research addresses gut microbiota role on birds health with clear findings supported by a distinctive dataset and well-selected methodologies. The study is intriguing, and the data collection reflects meticulous planning, utilizing advanced analytical techniques. However, certain sections could benefit from enhanced clarity and readability to strengthen the presentation. Focusing on these areas will improve overall comprehension and showcase the study's contributions more effectively.
· Could the title be made more specific to highlight key aspects of the study, like “Metagenomic Profiling of Gut Microbiota.

· Why is affected gut microbes?

· Could a sentence be added to highlight this?

· Are the nutrients which is present in feed will increase the gut microbiota?

· Can the keywords be arranged alphabetically and in a consistent format? Can you ensure consistent capitalization in your keywords and organize them in alphabetical order? Additionally, might you consider adding keywords that are more directly relevant to the techniques discussed in the abstract?

· The introduction touches on various aspects but lacks clear organization, flow and smooth transitions. It should explicitly outline the research gap, significance and frame it following with more specificity. Please revised the Introduction section based on the structure below that can make it more clearly: 1st paragraph: Problem statement
2nd paragraph: Current ongoing solution 3rd paragraph: Proposed solution in this work. 4th paragraph: Summarized the current research objective of this work. Problem statement of your introduction is not strong, need to discuss more about it. 

· Would you consider simplifying complex sentences to enhance clarity? For instance, could you break down longer sentences into shorter, more concise statements?

· Can you ensure all units, terminology, and formatting are consistent throughout the manuscript?

· Could you add appropriate references in material and methods section

· What might be the feed formulation affect microbiota?
· Will increased or altered nutrient levels in chicks have an effect on the gut microbiota?

· Could the observed Firmicutes changes in layer health and broiler health?
· Need to strength the discussion part with recent references

· Consider narrowing the focus of the manuscript to enhance its depth and quality.

· In the conclusion, can you provide specific suggestions for future research directions, including technical improvements, advancements in economic viability, and optimization of production processes?
· Thoroughly rewrite sections to address spacing, alignment, letter format punctuation, grammatical, and typographical errors.

· Could you revise the reference format according to the author guidelines? It is suggested to cite references from the past five years to maintain reliability. Are there any outdated references that need updating, and can you add any missing citations where necessary?
· The following reference are missing in bibiliography- Wen et al, (2021), Yuossao et al., 2012, Adenike et. al., 2025, Wei et al., 2020, Oakley et al. (2019), Peter et al. (2022), Wheto et al. (2020), Gullig et al., 2018, Su et al., 2021, Marcio et al., 2022, Kunin et al., 2015, Aziz et al., 2018, Delcher et al., 2017
· Proofread the entire manuscript to eliminate minor typos.

The manuscript requires substantial revisions for improved clarity and focus. Please address the above comments and questions to enhance the overall quality and readability of the manuscript. 
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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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