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	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.


	I consider this work important because it addresses an important topic related to lipid metabolism in poultry. It is crucial to develop strategies to mitigate potential risks that could compromise the well-being of broiler chickens. Advances in this type of research will allow us to improve broiler chicken breeding for better utilization.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Is adequate, describes the treatment and the response variable in the experimental units
	

	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 summary is complete and addresses relevant points of the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is correct, because it follows the scientific methodology
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The literature is accurate and recent. However, I suggest adding literature on the properties of Bacillus subtilis to avoid generalizing with other types of probiotics. For example, in the discussion, in subtopic 3.2, you refer to the activity of Lactobacillus gasseri instead of Bacillus subtilis.
	

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


	The language quality is correct. However, I suggest reviewing the use of abbreviations and removing spaces from words in parentheses. For example, in the first paragraph of materials, where the diet is described, "crude protein" has too many spaces in parentheses (CP).
	

	Optional/General comments


	I have two comments regarding the content of the discussion that I suggest addressing:

1. The first paragraph of the first discussion section (3.1) mentions that broiler live weight also improved, but no evidence (e.g., a feedlot performance table) is shown in the manuscript. I recommend adding a feedlot performance table or modifying the paragraph.
2. Write in the form of a possible mechanism of action the activity of Lactobacillus gasseri, on decreasing the expression of the sterol regulatory element binding protein and the gene expression of fatty acid synthesis.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)


	


Reviewer details:

Porfirio Nicolas Lopez, Autonomous University of Tlaxcala, Mexico

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

