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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.
	This paper is very interesting and contributes to science, especially in terms of nutrition and poultry feed, because it provides information that organic mineral supplementation affects broiler chicken production performance and can overcome organic micro minerals, which are a strategic nutritional intervention to optimize broiler chicken production, especially in conditions of feed stress, suboptimal mineral availability, or high-performance maintenance systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title of the review article should be “Study of the Effect of Organic Minerals on Broiler Chicken Productivity.”
	

	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.
	I believe that the abstract in this review article is still incomplete because it does not include the objectives and methods, and the conclusions are not clearly explained. Furthermore, keywords are not included.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In making a review article, the structure includes title, abstract, objectives, introduction, methods, results and references, but there are several parts here that are not shown, such as objectives and methods.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in this literature review are sufficient, preferably references from the last 10 years and preferably in the form of journals and book
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Grammar and Language: Review minor grammatical errors for improved readability. For example, ensure consistent terminology, and double-check sentence structure to enhance clarity in conveying
complex points
	

	Optional/General comments
	In general, this manuscript is adequate, but still requires some improvements, such as adding the objectives and methods to the abstract, as well as keywords. Furthermore, it requires references from the last 10 years.
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