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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes. The title is suitable
	

	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.

	Yes. The abstract is very comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes. The manuscript is scientifically, correct. But it must be corrected for acceptance and publishing.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	I propose that you add more references. Make sure to create a table that lists all the studies on this topic.
	

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

	
Yes. However, it needs to be fixed regarding grammar and spelling.



	

	Optional/General comments

	
The manuscript should be corrected grammatically.

In some sentences, references aregiven without the year. This is incorrect and should be corrected.

If the manuscript had graphs and figures showing the number of studies for biopolymer packaging, it would have definitely made it more interesting.

The sectioning in the manuscrip is not followed, especially in section 3.2.

List all the different reference   in the Table 1.


The table is very messy and needs to be corrected.

There is no discussion section in the review article and it should be removed.

Review articles should contain studies that have investigated this topic. This is necessary.

Instead of the conclusion section, a section should be added to discuss the challenges and limitations of the topic.
	




	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 detail)


	








Reviewer details:
 
Hajar Soleimani, Shiraz University, Iran
Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                             Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (05-12-2024)	
