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	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 offers a focused overview of mechanical and electrochemical biosensors and their applications in the seafood industry. It highlights recent technological advances that enable rapid, sensitive, and label-free detection of freshness indicators, contaminants, and toxins. The review provides valuable insights for researchers and practitioners working on food safety, biosensor development, and applied analytical technologies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Yes, the title is suitable. It is clear, relevant, and accurately reflects the scope and focus of the manuscript on mechanical and electrochemical biosensors and their applications in the seafood industry.
	

	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 clearly presents the scope and objectives of the review. It effectively highlights the importance of mechanical and electrochemical biosensors, emphasizing their advantages such as label-free detection and real-time analysis. Overall, it provides a clear and positive overview that aligns well with the focus of the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and based on established biosensor principles supported by relevant literature. The concepts and applications discussed are accurate and consistent with current scientific knowledge.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient but not recent. So, it is advised to add some more recent references to enhance the quality of research.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear and generally well structured, and the scientific terminology is used appropriately.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No, there are no ethical issues in this manuscript. 


	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No, there are no competing interest issues in this manuscript.
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