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	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 provides significant value to the scientific community by exploring sustainable, natural feed additive alternatives to enhance poultry productivity under high-density stress conditions. It specifically addresses the instability of plant-based bioactive compounds by utilizing encapsulation technology to improve the bioavailability and resilience of Parijoto fruit extract within the avian gastrointestinal tract. Furthermore, the research offers a detailed physiological assessment of liver health and metabolic function, proving that these phytobiotic interventions can optimize growth performance without compromising organ integrity. Ultimately, these findings contribute to the development of "green" technologies in animal husbandry that balance high-intensity production with animal welfare and health.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think its suitable 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.


	Based on the provided manuscript, the abstract is largely comprehensive as it covers the essential elements of the study: the objective, experimental design, methodology, results, and conclusion. However, there are a few areas where specific additions or refinements could enhance its clarity and scientific value. Suggested Deletions/Refinements Redundancy: The "Results" and "Conclusion" sections in the current abstract table are identical. You should rewrite the conclusion to focus on the broader implications—such as the potential for encapsulated parijoto fruit extract as a sustainable "green" feed additive—rather than just repeating the statistical results


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the manuscript presented, this study appears to have a scientifically sound methodology, statistical approach, and biological data interpretation. This study followed a standard experimental framework for animal science and poultry nutrition. Methodological Rigor: This study used a completely randomized design (CRD) with five replications per treatment, which is a standard statistical requirement to ensure data reliability. The extraction and encapsulation processes (sonication, maceration, and freeze-drying) were consistent with established green technology and pharmaceutical protocols. Physiological Consistency: The findings regarding liver health are scientifically plausible. The study reports that SGOT and SGPT levels remained within the normal physiological ranges for 35-day-old broiler chickens—specifically 90–226 U/L for SGOT and 9–14 U/L for SGPT. The lack of significant changes in liver color or relative weight suggests that the parijoto dosage used (0.08%) was non-toxic and did not induce hepatomegaly or necrosis
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are exceptionally current. A significant portion of the cited literature is from 2023, 2024, and even 2025. The number of references is appropriate for an original research article in the field of animal science, which typically ranges between 30 and 40 citations. The manuscript covers all necessary domains
	

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


	The manuscript effectively uses technical terminology appropriate for animal science and maintains a professional tone throughout.The authors correctly use domain-specific terms such as "completely randomized design, sonication, phytobiotic, and bioavailability. The transition between the biological rationale (the need for hepatoprotective agents) and the technological solution (encapsulation) is logical and easy to follow. The results are communicated clearly using appropriate statistical phrasing, such as significantly (P<0.05) higher" and "no significant effect (P>0.05)
	

	Optional/General comments


	The following minor linguistic issues could be addressed to enhance the flow of the scholarly communication:

Grammatical Consistency: There are occasional minor errors in subject-verb agreement or phrasing. For example, in the abstract, the phrase "dan T3" uses the Indonesian word for "and". This should be corrected to English.

Redundancy in Results/Conclusion: The "Results" and "Conclusion" sections in the abstract table are currently identical. In scholarly writing, the Conclusion should focus on the broader implications or "takeaway" of the findings rather than just restating the statistical data.

Sentence Complexity: Some sentences in the Discussion section are slightly repetitive. For instance, the phrase "doses... were still within safe limits; therefore, they did not cause toxic effects" appears in similar forms across multiple subsections. Varying the sentence structure here would improve the professional quality of the prose.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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