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	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.


	The manuscript addresses the role of phytoadditives as alternatives to antibiotic growth promoters. The subject is relevant to animal nutrition, food safety, and sustainable poultry production.
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	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 suitable but authors can make the following slight improvements:
i. The abstract contains grammatical errors and repetitive statements.

ii. It lacks quantitative information and does not clearly state the scope, methodology of literature selection, or key conclusions.

iii. The recommendation of “1–2% supplementation” is presented without adequate justification or reference consensus.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There is little attempt to explain why different phytoadditives produce variable results across studies (e.g., differences in dosage, bird genotype, environmental conditions, processing methods).
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	The manuscript lacks critical evaluation of cited studies. Most results are reported descriptively without comparison, synthesis, or discussion of conflicting findings.
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	The manuscript contains numerous grammatical errors, incorrect verb tenses, missing articles, and awkward sentence constructions.

Inconsistent capitalization (e.g., Antibiotic, Phytoadditives).
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