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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 study has a significant importance, as it projects the nutritional value of the brown seaweed which can further be stated in the usage for human consumption.
This study can serve as a baseline in connection with further study associated with pharmaceutical product development.

Nutrient profile study can emphasize the potentiality of seaweeds as a functional ingredient in food industries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The present title of the manuscript “The mineral, fatty acid, and proximate composition analysis demonstrated the nutraceutical potential of Cystoseira trinodis seaweed collected from a coastal region of western India” can be changed to “Evaluating the nutraceutical potential of the brown seaweed Cystoseira trinodis collected from Gujarat, west coastal region of India through the proximate composition analysis”
	

	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 can be made more attractive by adding the level of the important nutritional properties such as protein, lipid and essential fatty acids. Further an additional point emphasizing the benefit of the study in pharmaceutical and food industry may be added.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	More recent studies can be added for comparing the nutritional value with other brown seaweeds of India. For example:
1. Premarathna et al., 2022
2. Abarna et al., 2022

3. Imchen et al., 2024
	

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


	Quality of the language can be improved 
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. In the introduction part, scientific names such as Laminaria,  Sargassum,  Cystoseira species, should be italised
2. In the materials and method part, the wet and dry weight ratio of the seaweed can be mentioned in the section “Cystoseira trinodis seaweed powder preparation”

3. AOAC (2000) method can be briefed in the analysis of proximate composition section
4. In the result part, the value obtained can be projected as a graph to attract readers and for easy understanding

5. Fatty acid profile indicated shows that one sample is experimented which may reduce trustabilty hence duplicate values can be mentioned
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