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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 study presents an innovative approach by extracting hydroxyapatite from tuna bone waste, offering an eco-friendly solution for waste valorization.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It would be helpful if the title specified the synthesis methodology to better reflect the technical contribution of the study.
	

	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 comprehensive and well-organized.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is well-structured, but I have some comments:
· Please include the Scherrer equation in the Materials Characterization section to properly describe the crystallite size.

· Figure 1 is unclear. Please note that the Peaks are intentionally spaced with appropriate baseline offsets to ensure clear visualization of all characteristic features.

· Complementary EDX analysis should be performed to confirm the presence of trace elements (Mg²⁺, CO₃²⁻) inferred by XRD peak shifts.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It's better to add recent years to the reference and expand the literature review to better position this work within current research trends
	

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


	Corrections to typos and grammatical errors.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Based on the information provided in the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. However, it would be beneficial to add other analyses to improve the manuscript.
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