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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.
	An interesting study concerning the use of β-mannanase focused on gut histology and health. However, the research design requires further clarification, which will be addressed in the following comments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes
	

	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.


	- An abstract is typically presented as a single unified paragraph without separation.
- Consistency in reporting significant values should be maintained, whether using p < 0.05 or p < .05.
- Abbreviations such as PC (positive control) should only be defined once.
- The abstract lacks sufficient background and a clear statement of the research objective.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	- The sample size and the type of environmental design applied, including the number of replications, are adequately described.
	

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

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	- The English is generally adequate but needs improvement in terms of writing structure. Important information is missing, such as the research objective in the introduction and the ethical clearance statement in the methods section.
	

	Optional/General comments


	- The word 'significantly' in the conclusion should be replaced with another expression, as this term is appropriate only when presenting results.
- typographical error “ABSTARCT”

- @ 100g/ton >> at the rate of 100 g/ton

- corn-soybean meal-based based
- The tissue sections “will be cut” >> The tissue sections “were cut”

- gut heslth >> gut health

- “Results conclude that ...” >> “It can be concluded that ...”
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)


	


Reviewer Details:

Mohammad M. Sholikin, National Research of Innovation Agency, Indonesia
