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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.


	The manuscript titled “Enzymatic Hydrolysis of Sunflower Protein Isolate using Alcalase: Optimization by Response Surface Methodology” presents an interesting study on optimizing sunflower protein hydrolysate (SPH) production and evaluating its functional properties. The experimental design using Box–Behnken RSM is appropriate, and the topic is relevant. However, there are areas that could be improved to strengthen the manuscript. The reported R² values are very high, and including additional statistical parameters such as Adjusted R², Predicted R², and CV% would enhance confidence in the models. The degree of hydrolysis (DH) is relatively low compared to typical literature, and mechanistic explanations of functional properties could benefit from supporting structural or physicochemical data (e.g., SDS-PAGE, FTIR, particle size, ζ-potential). Some inconsistencies between tables and text should be clarified, and comparisons with unhydrolyzed SPI could be more clearly presented. The Conclusion section could be expanded to include more interpretive insight, limitations, and potential applications. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is well.
	

	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.


	It is well.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is well.
	

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

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


	It is well.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the study is valuable, and I have provided specific comments and suggestions directly in the manuscript to help the authors improve clarity, rigor, and scientific depth.
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