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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.


	Preserving food through natural preservatives is difficult these days, and this research focuses on preserving food by using the extract of Bhambrud for the preservation of mackerel sticks, which can be considered an effective preservation method.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, this title is suitable for the article.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is good, but the place and duration of study can be included in the methodology part, which is not mentioned in the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and well-explained
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some references are very old. So, include recent references in the article (for references, include the last five years) and add some more research.
	

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


	The language of the article is easy to understand and suitable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Aims and objectives of the study should be mentioned.
The name of the software used for statistical analysis should be mentioned.

Overall, the manuscript is good, but there is a need for changes that should be incorporated into the manuscript.
The manuscript is well prepared, and the author did a great job.
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