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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 (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 provides a timely and comprehensive overview of next-generation probiotics, postbiotics, and paraprobiotics, highlighting their roles in food safety and human health. By synthesizing recent advances in biotechnology, microbiome research, and food technology, it bridges the gap between fundamental science and practical applications.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	If you would like a slightly shorter and more impactful alternative, here are two options:

1. “Next-Generation Probiotics, Postbiotics, and Paraprobiotics: Emerging Tools for Food Safety and Human Health”

2. “Innovative Applications of Probiotics, Postbiotics, and Paraprobiotics in Food Technology and Health Promotion”


	

	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 generally comprehensive, as it clearly introduces the scope of next-generation probiotics, postbiotics, and paraprobiotics, and highlights their food technology applications as well as associated challenges. However, a few refinements could further improve clarity and impact:

· Briefly emphasize what distinguishes this review from previous ones (e.g., its integrated focus on food technology applications and emerging personalized nutrition approaches).

· Add quantifiable outcomes: mention specific examples of pathogens or food systems where these bioactive agents show promise, to give the reader a more concrete sense of application.

· Tighten wording: consider shortening certain sentences to improve readability and flow without losing scientific rigor.

· Balance content: while challenges and opportunities are noted, adding one line about future directions (e.g., AI, nanotechnology, or sustainability) would highlight the forward-looking nature of the review.


	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are largely sufficient and recent, with many citations from 2017–2023 that cover next-generation probiotics, postbiotics, paraprobiotics, and their applications in food technology and human health.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are overall suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript uses appropriate scientific terminology, maintains an academic tone, and conveys complex concepts clearly. However, some sections could benefit from minor editing to improve fluency, sentence flow, and conciseness. Occasional long sentences may be shortened for readability, and a few repetitive phrases could be streamlined. These are stylistic refinements rather than major language issues.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a well-structured and comprehensive review of next-generation probiotics, postbiotics, and paraprobiotics, with a strong focus on their applications in food technology and human health. The authors successfully integrate recent findings with practical considerations, making the paper both scientifically informative and industrially relevant. A few minor improvements could further enhance the manuscript:

· Streamline the abstract to emphasize key applications.

· Consider tightening some long sentences to improve clarity and flow.

· Adding one or two very recent references (2022–2023) on postbiotics and functional foods would strengthen the currency of the review.

Overall, the paper is scientifically sound, clearly written, and makes a valuable contribution to the field. It should be of interest to both researchers and practitioners working in microbiology, food science, and public health.
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	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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