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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.


	It demonstrates that aqueous roselle calyx extract can serve as a non-toxic growth promoter, significantly improving final body weight and feed efficiency.

Improvement of Meat Quality: The study highlights how increasing concentrations of the extract, particularly at 20g/L, lead to better meat yield and improved physical and sensory traits such as juiciness, flavor, and desirable color.

The manuscript offers a practical solution to reduce reliance on expensive conventional feedstuffs while maintaining high productivity and meat quality. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	However, the current title is technically sound as it lists every major category of data presented in the manuscript. 
	

	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.


	This abstract is generally comprehensive, as it follows a logical flow: summarizing the preparation of the roselle calyx extract (RCE), the experimental design, the parameters measured, and the key findings regarding growth and meat quality.It effectively highlights that the 20gm/L  concentration (T5) yielded the most significant improvements across growth performance, carcass yield, and sensory attributes .
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1.The study employs a Completely Randomized Design (CRD) with an adequate sample size  and replicates. The use of Arbor Acres broilers, a standard commercial breed, and the focus on the finisher phase (days 28–49) are appropriate for assessing meat quality and growth promoters. The extraction method for the roselle calyx follows established 

2. Statistical Inconsistencies

There are several instances in the results where the reported significance levels appear contradictory or require clarification:

Meat Yield Significance: In Source 9, the Breast Meat (BM) for T5 is described as higher than T1, but the text lists $(p>0.05)$, which statistically indicates no significant difference4. However, later in Source 96, it states T5 was significantly (p<0.05) higher than T1–T45. This inconsistency must be resolved to confirm the actual impact on meat yield.

3. Biological and Nutritional Plausibility

The findings are scientifically plausible based on the phytochemical profile of Roselle:

· Antioxidant Effect: The improvement in meat quality and reduction in cooking loss can be attributed to the high ascorbic acid (Vitamin C), anthocyanins, and flavonoids in the calyx, which help mitigate heat stress and improve nutrient absorption.

· FCR and Weight Gain: The inverse relationship observed between Feed Conversion Ratio (FCR) and weight gain is a standard biological principle in animal science; as efficiency increases (lower FCR), weight gain typically improves .

· Toxicity: The high viability (less than 2% mortality) supports the claim that these concentrations (up to 20g/L) are non-toxic to the birds . 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	To strengthen the manuscript for the review form, I suggest adding more recent studies (last 5 years) in the following areas. 
	

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


	This manuscript requires a comprehensive proofreading and technical edit.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a relevant topic in livestock nutrition by exploring roselle (Hibiscus sabdariffa L.) calyx extract (RCE) as a natural, non-toxic growth promoter and antioxidant for broiler chickens.

1.Key Findings: The study identifies that a concentration of 20g/L (T5) is the most effective for improving final body weight, weight gain, feed efficiency, and carcass yield.

2.Meat Quality: It provides significant data on how RCE enhances meat quality, specifically reducing cooking loss and improving sensory traits like flavor and juiciness.

3.Methodological SoundnessExperimental Design: The use of a Completely Randomized Design (CRD) with six replicates and 210 birds is scientifically appropriate for this type of nutritional study.

4.Procedures: The methods for preparing aqueous extracts, conducting growth performance trials, and performing sensory evaluations follow established research protocols.

5.Contextualization: The authors correctly contextualize the study within tropical environments where heat stress is a major factor affecting poultry productivity.

6.Statistical Consistency: There are some inconsistencies between reported significance levels and textual descriptions; for instance, some parameters are described as "higher" while also being listed as non-significant (p>0.05).

7.Language and English Quality Academic Tone: While the technical content is clear, the manuscript requires a thorough edit to improve sentence structure and adopt a more formal scholarly tone

8.Mechanical Errors: Recurring typos (e.g., "ant-stress," "Hisbiscus") and missing subscripts for chemical formulas like $H_2O$ should be corrected.

09.Nomenclature: The scientific name of the species (Hibiscus sabdariffa L.) should be consistently italicized throughout the document.

10.References and Context Sufficiency: The citations are generally sufficient, covering a range of topics from roselle phytochemicals to poultry performance.

11.Recency: While foundational methods are cited, the manuscript would benefit from a higher proportion of references from the last five years to reflect the most current advancements in phytogenic feed additives. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	To resolve these issues for publication, the authors should add a section titled "Ethical Considerations" or "Compliance with Ethical Standards" that includes:

The name of the ethics committee that approved the animal trial .

A statement regarding informed consent for the sensory panel participants.

Confirmation that the study adhered to national or international guidelines for the care and use of laboratory animals.
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