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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	REVIEWER’S COMMENT:

The script is a Review Paper. It is well written and drafted properly. Authors have defined properly about Postbiotics, its importance, action mechanism, strategies, health beneficial aspects etc. The manuscript is prepared after reviewing similar research works on Postbiotics and bears potentiality related to practical applications. There are huge scopes to carry out similar research work in future based on the outcome of this work. However few queries are raised during the time of review and the following observations are given after reviewing the full manuscript:  

· Title of the manuscript is ok.

· In Abstract portion please rewrite the Method portion. It’s not clearly defining the method actually mentioned in the script. Other parts of Abstract are Ok. 
· Keywords are sufficient. 

· Introduction portion is ok. Authors highlighted about Postbiotics, its significance, composition and beneficial components and the focus of this study. Accordingly References are added wherever applicable. However, since the script is a Review Paper, if possible please mention few lines about the origin of this concept i.e. Postbiotics and its uses with references. 

· In Table No 1, Comparative Overview of Probiotics, Prebiotics and Postbiotics are nicely presented along with reference and it will help the readers to know the difference between these three terms. 
· In Table No 2, authors clearly mentioned regd sources of Postbiotics and major bioactive components along with their health beneficial roles with references. This portion clearly defines the sources and importance of Postbiotics. However, if possible authors are requested to mention whether these sources of Postbiotics can be directly consumed by human or need to process these before consumption. In that case whether the health beneficial aspects of these sources will remain same or deteriorate.  
· Many health beneficial compounds of food items get deteriorate during the time of processing and hence reduce the nutritional significance.

· In point no 3.5, no reference is added while explaining Functional diversity driven by microbial sources.

· Similarly in point no 4, no reference is added while explaining mechanisms of action and biological basis of postbiotics.

· Sub-points under point no 4 and 5 are nicely written regd application, action and mechanism of Postbiotics with references from previous research findings.

· However, it is found in the whole manuscript that in most of the cases authors singly mentioned about Reference Meena, K. K et al 2025 and Mafe, A. N et al., 2025. As it is a Review paper authors may add diversity of references on similar outcome. 
· Point No 6 and 7 are ok, but please add one or two more references if possible.

· The materials and methods followed in this manuscript are not clearly mentioned. Please add separate point with this tag and explain the process followed with steps. Please explain the same for point no 8.

· In point no 9, it is mentioned about tests for characterization of postbiotics. Whether the tests mentioned in sub-point of point no 9 were done by the authors. If so, the result of the same is not clear. Please rewrite it with Discussion. Instead of that, the details methodology is mentioned for each analysis.

· After point no 10, it is again point no 6 and 7 with sub-points. This is not clear. Though point no 6 and 7 are already serially mentioned above.

· However, stability and storage studies of postbiotic preparations portion is clearly written.

· Table No 3 is brief description of methods explained in sub-point No 6 (6.1 to 6.7).

· Conclusion portion is ok, but if possible please add few more lines. 

· Please add few more references as the script is mainly a review paper based on use, application, and benefits of Postbiotics. Findings of other researchers on similar aspects may be added here.
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