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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.


	
	

	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


	1. Introduction 
2. “The prohibition of antimicrobials has significant impacts on poultry product demand...” → This seems a bit off. You probably mean “The prohibition of antimicrobials has significantly impacted poultry productivity and raised concerns over meeting growing global demand.”

Materials and methods

 1. “...hens were first examined for external anatomical defects” → consider: “...hens were screened for visible physical defects”.

3. “...weighed with an electrical sensitive balance” → better phrased as: “...weighed using an electronic precision balance”.

Results 

1. “...egg mass than T1, while the value for T2 was similar with all treatments except T5.”

2. Try: “...egg mass was higher in all organic acid-treated groups compared to T1. T2 was not significantly different from T3 and T4 but was lower than T5.”

Clarification 

· When stating “P > 0.05” or “P < 0.05,” make sure it matches the comparison. For example, you wrote:

“A lower (P>0.05) survivable rate of hens was observed in T1...”

Discussion 

1. “...organic acids' ability to keep the feed and stomach pH lower and an ideal level…”

Change into = “…organic acids’ ability to lower feed and stomach pH to optimal levels…”

2. Repetition of studies (E. coli and Salmonella) occurs multiple times – consider grouping these insights.

3. "The improved hen-day egg production observed in organic acid-supplemented diets is likely due to lowered gastrointestinal pH, which enhances pepsin activity, improves protein digestion, and inhibits the proliferation of harmful bacteria like E. coli and Salmonella. These effects collectively contribute to better nutrient utilization, health status, and overall productivity."

4.  “...resulted in improved shell quality (Kaya et al., 2014). In the current study, layers assigned to mixed organic acid groups were shown to have a better value in shell quality traits…”

Change into=   “...resulted in improved shell quality. In our study, layers fed the mixed organic acid diets showed significantly enhanced shell quality traits...”

5. “This might be due to supplementation of dietary organic acid in layers diet may be able to increase absorption…”

Change into = “This may be attributed to the increased absorption of dietary carotenoids due to organic acid supplementation…”

Minor edits :

1. “...modified by 13.26%...” → “...improved by 13.26%...”

2. Consistency: When referring to treatments, use either “T1, T2…” or describe them (“control,” “antibiotic,” etc.) and keep it consistent throughout.

3. Check small errors like: “profitability percentage of T5 was modified…” → likely meant “increased.”
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	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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