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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 manuscript highlights the potential of trash fish from Visakhapatnam coast as sources of bioactive peptides. It promotes sustainable bioprocessing for functional foods, nutraceuticals, and biomedical products. The integration of bioinformatics and advanced analytics can drive future research and applications.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title, accurately reflects the manuscript's scope and focus. It is clear, concise, and engaging.
	

	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 effectively summarizes key themes. For clarity, consider adding "Visakhapatnam" early in the abstract and explicitly stating research gaps to set the stage for future directions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, citing relevant literature on enzymatic hydrolysis, bioactivity assays, and applications.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are extensive and recent. Adding region-specific studies on Visakhapatnam's trash fish or advances in peptide sequencing could enhance relevance.
	

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


	The manuscript is well-written with appropriate scholarly language. Minor editorial adjustments could improve flow in some sections, but overall, the language quality is suitable.

	

	Optional/General comments


	Consider:
1. Adding a table for key fish species, protein content, and bioactivities.
2. Clarifying abbreviations (e.g., FPH) upon first use.
3. Using subheadings for better readability.
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