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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.


	This manuscript demonstrates that chicory root powder and an avian-specific Lactobacillus acidophilus strain can function as effective natural alternatives to antibiotic growth promoters (AGPs) in broiler production.  By simultaneously assessing growth performance, nutrient digestibility, blood biochemical parameters, antioxidant capacity, immune responses, and caecal microflora within a well-structured CRD experimental design, the study provides a comprehensive understanding of how these feed additives influence both productivity and physiological health in broilers. The findings are especially valuable for regions with intensive poultry production, as the results show that chicory root powder either alone or in combination with Lactobacillus enhances body weight gain, improves feed conversion, boosts antioxidant status, and promotes beneficial gut microbiota, while reducing mortality and indicators of metabolic stress. Overall, this work offers practical insights for nutritionists, veterinarians, and policymakers seeking to implement antibiotic-free feeding strategies that support animal welfare, food safety, and long-term sustainability in the poultry industry.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Here are some alternative title suggestions you could choose:  

- “Effects of Chicory Root Powder and Avian-Specific Lactobacillus acidophilus on Growth Performance, Nutrient Digestibility, and Gut Health in Broiler Chickens”

- “Chicory Root Powder and Avian Lactobacillus acidophilus as Natural Alternatives to Antibiotic Growth Promoters in Broiler Chickens”

- “Impact of Chicory Root Prebiotic and Avian Lactobacillus Probiotic on Performance, Blood Profile, and Caecal Microflora of Broiler Chickens”
	

	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 is generally comprehensive and well structured, but:

- Remove or shorten the detailed description of the study location, year, and season from the abstract; this level of context is better placed in Materials and Methods or Study Area rather than in the abstract.

- Condense the long methodology sentence listing each parameter separately (e.g., “haemoglobin and packed cell volume… hepatic enzymes, triglycerides, HDL… superoxide dismutase, catalase, malondialdehyde…”) into grouped outcomes such as “haematological, serum biochemical, antioxidant, and caecal microbial parameters” to improve readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript appears scientifically sound in its main concept, experimental design, and interpretation of findings, and the conclusions are generally supported by the data presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is generally adequate and scientifically relevant, but it could be strengthened by adding more recent and higher-level sources from the last 5–7 years. Many recent review and meta-analysis papers highlight Lactobacillus-based probiotics, chicory/inulin-type prebiotics, and their effects on growth, gut health, immune function, and reduced antibiotic use. Incorporating such up-to-date studies would enhance the manuscript’s context and improve citation currency.
	

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


	The language quality of the manuscript is generally acceptable for scholarly communication, but it would benefit from moderate editing to reach a fully polished, journal-ready standard.

To improve suitability, it is advisable to:  

- Shorten overly long sentences, especially in the Abstract, Introduction, and Discussion, and split them into two clear clauses where needed.

- Standardise tense usage (past tense for methods and results, present tense for general statements) and check subject–verb agreement and article use (“the/these”) throughout the text.

- Harmonise terminology and abbreviations (e.g., CRP, LB, AGP) so they are defined once and then used consistently, and ensure table and figure captions are concise and grammatically correct.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a strong manuscript suitable after addressing language, references, and minor clarifications.
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