Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Biology & Biotechnology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JABB_152229

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Production of Bioactive Fish Protein Hydrolysate from Marine Trash Fish Using Papain enzyme

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	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 manuscript addresses an important and timely issue in fisheries science and biotechnology by focusing on the sustainable utilization of underexploited marine trash fish for the production of value-added fish protein hydrolysates. The study contributes to the growing field of circular bioeconomy by demonstrating how low-value by-catch and processing waste can be transformed into nutritionally and functionally promising protein ingredients.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, informative, and accurately reflects the objectives and scope 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 provides a clear summary of the study’s aims, methodology, key findings, and potential applications. It effectively reports the optimization conditions, yield, degree of hydrolysis, and proximate composition of the hydrolysate. To further strengthen this section, the authors may consider briefly mentioning the number of experimental replicates and the use of statistical analysis.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. The experimental design, enzymatic hydrolysis procedure, and analytical methods (AOAC protocols, Kjeldahl nitrogen determination, and degree of hydrolysis estimation) are clearly described and widely accepted in protein and food biochemistry research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is adequate and includes a balanced selection of foundational and recent studies, with several citations from the past five years. The inclusion of review articles and experimental studies on fish protein hydrolysates, enzymatic hydrolysis, and bioactive peptides strengthens the scientific context. Authors may consider adding More 3-4 recent references related to industrial-scale production or life-cycle assessment of protein hydrolysates to further enhance the applied perspective.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable and conveys the scientific content effectively. But Moderate language editing is recommended to improve sentence structure, grammar, and academic style
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