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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

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

YES; The item is very important both for a lean environment and the valorization of seafood
bio-products; and a lot of Scientific works exist on the use of Seafood bio- products;

YES

YES

YES
YES

NO, several references must be added for improving the manuscript as;

- Se-Kwon Kim and Jayachandran Venkatesan (2014).Introduction to Seafood Processing By-
products-trends and applications DOI 10.1007/978-1-4614—9590-1_1,@ Springer Science +
Business Media New York.

Minor REVISION comments

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

YES

Optional/General comments

- The sea food byproducts are now at the markets since several years as Feed additives; Fish,
Agriculture, Petfood,.......

- The Author must compare in the results and discussion the obtained results with what exists in the
item to valorise them.

- The Conclusion must contain in brief the mean obtained result of the study and what is in blue
character must be in the Introduction

- Complete reference 2 or delete it both in the reference list and in the text;

- | have completed the reference 8.

- Thomas,R.L., R.W. Sheard, and J.R. Moyer. Comparison of conventional and
automatedproceduresfor Nitrogen, phosphorus, and potassium analysis of plant material digestion
using a single digestion. Agron. J., 59(1967)240-243.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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