Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Biology & Biotechnology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JABB_141983

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Acute Oral Toxicity Assessment of Xlivpro premix in Wistar Rats: A Liver protective Herbal Premix

	Type of the Article
	Original Research


	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.


	Toxicity assessment of herbal feed additives is essential for ensuring safety in poultry production. However, due to weak experimental design, lack of novelty, and insufficient analysis, this study does not significantly advance scientific knowledge. A more robust and statistically sound study with proper controls would be of greater value to researchers and the poultry industry.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is acceptable but could be improved for clarity:

Suggested Title: “Preliminary Acute Oral Toxicity Evaluation of Xlivpro Premix in Wistar Rats: A Herbal Formulation for Poultry”.
	

	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 abstract lacks precision and depth. It is repetitive and fails to clearly describe the methodology, sample size justification, and statistical approach used in the study. It also omits important limitations, such as the absence of a control group and the small number of test subjects, which are critical for interpreting the study's reliability. A more concise, data-driven abstract is recommended.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript lacks scientific rigor. The experimental design is weak due to a very small sample size (n=6), absence of a proper control group, and lack of statistical analysis to validate the findings. Claims of safety and “no significant abnormalities” are not supported by robust data or statistical evidence. Histopathological analysis is poorly described and lacks quantitative assessment. Overall, the study is preliminary and cannot be considered scientifically sound in its current form.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are limited and many are outdated, with several over a decade old. Recent studies (from the last 5–7 years) on herbal hepatoprotective agents, polyherbal formulations, and OECD-423 toxicological evaluations are missing. The reference formatting also does not follow the journal guidelines. Authors should include more recent and relevant literature, such as:

Adeyemi, O. S., & Akanji, M. A. (2020). Toxicological evaluations of herbal remedies: Recent advances. Frontiers in Pharmacology, 11, 559.

Wang, J., et al. (2021). Hepatoprotective effects of herbal formulations: Mechanisms and clinical applications. Journal of Ethnopharmacology, 278, 114306.
	

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


	The English language quality of the manuscript is not suitable for scholarly communication in its current state. It contains numerous grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, inconsistent tense usage, and typographical mistakes that hinder clarity and readability. The manuscript requires thorough professional editing for grammar, sentence structure, and scientific writing style before it can be considered for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study addresses an important topic in veterinary toxicology; however, the current work suffers from major methodological and reporting flaws. The sample size is very small, no control group was included, and there is no statistical analysis to substantiate the findings. Histopathological data are poorly presented and lack adequate description. The manuscript also requires significant language improvement and the addition of recent, relevant references. Ethical approval and conflict of interest disclosures must be clearly stated. A thorough revision with additional experimental data, improved analysis, and professional editing is strongly recommended before the manuscript can be considered for publication.
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