
	Name:
	UTTAR PRADESH JOURNAL OF ZOOLOGY

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_UPJOZ_5858

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Evaluation of Functional and Textural Characteristics of Fish Mince Sausages Prepared Using Microbial Transglutaminase (MTGase)

	Type of the Article
	Research


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 investigates the effect of microbial transglutaminase (MTGase) on the functional and textural characteristics of sausages produced from Labeo rohita mince. 
The study contributes to the development of value-added fish products from freshwater species, which is relevant for improving utilization of aquaculture resources. 
Overall, the research has practical relevance for fish processing industries, particularly in regions where carp species dominate aquaculture production.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title is clear and accurately reflects the content 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 generally summarizes the objectives, methodology, and key findings. 
However, it could be improved by briefly mentioning the statistical significance of the main results and highlighting the optimal MTGase concentration observed in the study. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and the methodology is appropriate for evaluating functional and textural properties of fish mince sausages. 
However, the numbers of experimental replicates should be consistently reported across all analyses. 

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally appropriate and relevant to the topic. However, several citations are relatively old.
	

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


	The overall English is understandable but requires moderate editing for grammar, sentence structure.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures and tables are generally clear, but figure captions should be more descriptive.
The discussion could be more concise and focused on explaining the experimental results rather than repeating literature findings.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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