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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.

	The research conducted in this paper identifies significant growth and health benefits from adding dahlia tuber extract and Bacillus subtilis encapsulation (EDTEBs) to the standard feed for broiler chickens. It has been shown that adding EDTEBs positevily affects cholesterol, triglycerides and final body weight, offering potential alternatives for healthy chicken products. The paper is insightful and well-written, with results that could benefit the commercial breeding of poultry in practice. 
	

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

	Dahlia Tuber Extract and Bacillus subtilis Encapsulation in the Ration of Broiler Chickens: Combined Effects on Blood Fat Profile and Final Body Weight
	

	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.

	Yes it is comprehensive . But there is a need of revision. I suggest to start the abstract with background and/aim and delete the place and duration of study as it can be kept in the methodology section. Please add space between T0 and basal diet
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes
	

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

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

	
No. The authors should revise the entire manuscript for language quality



	

	Optional/General comments

	For a better reviewing process the manuscript should have been written and submitted with line numbers. 
1. Introduction
First paragraph: Please revise this paragraph. I advise the authors to start from livestock industry and then move to broiler chicken. 
Second paragraph: the authors state that " Giving a combination of Bacillus subtilis as a probiotic and dahlia tuber extract as a prebiotic can be done as an alternative effort to replace AGP and helps reduce blood cholesterol levels…" what’s AGP? Please write the full name before using the abbreviation alone. 
Third paragraph: repetition of "so that" and "can be". Please revise
Last paragraph: Please summarise the aim of the study and remove the redundany. I recommend you to state the study hypothesis more appropriately.
2. Material and methods
Please merge location of study and animals as 2.1. Remove 2.2 materials and all the information listed. Instead for your 2.2. put Dahlia Tuber Extraction. Correct cornyellow with Yellow corn in your table 1. Correct your table appropriately and uniformize the writing regarding capital and small letters. That paragraph following the Dahlia Tuber Extraction should be removed at all. In 2.4 In vivo trial it’s not clear what’s basal ration and commercial ration. Please revise chickens and chicks, you cannot call 1-7 day old birds by chickens. For experimental design please put % in front of Bacillus subtilis. 
3. Results and discussion 
Table 2: for HDLand final body wight please start your superscripts with a. in this regards, your superscripts rder should be a, b, b, b for both parameters. Please rewrite your table foot note: different superscripts in the same row show statistical differences among treatments. 

Please revise the entire manuscript. Be consistent in the use of terms and abreviations.

	



	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)
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