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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s Comment on ‘The Effect of Heating Duration on the Preference Level of Pindang Presto Indian 
Mackerel’ 
Abstract: the aim of the research was hinted as well as the key elements of the study. The only drawback is the lack 
of coherence in the use of tenses in reporting the abstract. The Authors should endeavor to report in the past tense. 
Introduction: the introduction captured clearly what is already known about the topic with well-reviewed, recently 
cited and relevant aspects of the work but again failed to be consistent in the use of tenses throughout the 
introductory area of the study.  
Materials and Methods: The methodology was clear and the design was mentioned. 
 Results: The result of the organoleptic table was displayed but the tables/figures on the proximate 
composition/calcium test are missing. 
Discussion: OK. 
Conclusion:  The authors answered key objective questions of the study and the paper should be accepted with 
minimal corrections. 
References:  relevant and recent.  
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