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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.


	The importance of the manuscript is essential. It deals with the research of the possibility to preserve in different conditions (cooling and frozen) the wide used food in Philippines and abroad of - Flying Fish (Exocoetidae spp.) Embutido . The chemical composition of the peroxide value and micro bacterial content are investigated using standard methodology. The results obtained by the correct implementation of statistics show that the best way to preserve the organoleptic properties of the fish is by frozen way. The cooling is also a possibility, but after the 20th day, the quality goes down on the fish view. It is important for the management of the transportation of industrial quantities of this fish.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is correct and reflects the whole content of the paper.
	

	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.


	Abstract reflects correctly the content, methodology and conclusions obtained.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. It is correct. The methodology used is correct. The laboratory tests are convincing and permit replication The conclusions are relevant to the research results confirmed by the figures and most figures captions. (see section General comments~)
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and more of them reflects recent research, locally and internationally.
	

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


	The language is clear and understandable for specialists and wider public and also for the traders.
	

	Optional/General comments


	It is better and this will increase the quality of the paper if on fig.1. there are included indications of a and b  on the scheme and their meanings. It will increase the understanding of the text in the Figure caption.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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