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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.


	In this study, HA synthesized from tuna bone waste through a combined approach of calcination and wet precipitation. These methods aim to remove the organic part of the bone, leaving the inorganic HA mineral. This derived HA is considered an ideal candidate for biomedical applications due to its compatibility and osteoconductivity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable
	

	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 of the article comprehensive no need for addition or deletion. But, In the abstract the author stated nanoparticles (200-1000 nm). Nanoparticles typically refer to particles with dimensions in the range of 1 to 120 nm.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	 The manuscript is scientifically correct; however, there is more than one similar research published online with the same idea and the same characterizations. Extraction of Biological Hydroxyapatite from Tuna Fish Bone for Biomedical Applications . DOI: 10.4028/www.scientific.net/MSF.1010.584
The authors should comparison between their work and those already published should be done.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are neither sufficient nor recent.
	

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


	I suggest revising the formatting and grammar.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In the methodology part, SEM and EDX specifications are required
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