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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 manuscript contributes to the scientific world by characterizing a hypothetical Mycobacterium marinum “WP_020728386.1” through in silico methods. Identifying it as a potential extradiol dioxygenase offers vital insights into the pathogen's microorganisms. This work is crucial for accelerating the development of new therapeutics and vaccines against M. marinum infections, ultimately enhancing our understanding of microbial world and potential drug targets.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	It is generally comprehensive, covering the essential components expected in a scientific bases.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is scientifically, correct, offering valuable computational insights into a hypothetical Mycobacterium marinum protein, crucial for potential therapeutic development.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent.
	

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


	While the language and English quality of the article are generally understandable, there are minor grammatical errors and some others like as:
Abstract Section:

1-"Due to the existence of extradiol ring cleavage dioxygenase family protein, the protein WP_020728386.1 present in Mycobacteria..."

It is better: “The presence of the extradiol ring cleavage dioxygenase family domain suggests that the WP_020728386.1 protein in Mycobacterium marinum..."

2-“ "enormous effect in catalysing"

It is better: "enormous effect on catalyzing"

Introduction Section:

1-"there is still lacking of functional annotation"
It is better: "there is still a lack of functional annotation"

Methodology Section
1-"It is a computer based in silico dry lab study based on different software use and manipulating databases."

It is better: "It is a computer-based in silico dry lab study utilizing various software and manipulating databases”
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article presents a scientifically accurate and valuable computational analysis of a hypothetical Mycobacterium marinum protein, which, with minor grammatical corrections, provides important information about pathogens.
"The article, which presented a scientifically sound computational analysis of a hypothetical Mycobacterium marinum protein, was deemed publishable following some corrections and minor improvements."
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