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	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 topic of this article is an interesting (not new) one. Investigations on the quality and chemical composition of flying fish meat are quite rare. Even rarer are investigations on this product - Embutido, and its storage conditions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I wrote in the comments, it would be good to specify the exact species of fish.
	

	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.


	The abstract is correct. I have no other suggestions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are many gaps, the number of samples taken in the study, the temperatures used are not specified, and the statistical part (extremely important for any scientific article) is completely missing.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The bibliographic references section is the most poorly written. Almost all the references in the manuscript are not found in the bibliographic references list. Also, the citations in the bibliographic list are not found in the manuscript. The citations are not recent and of questionable quality. This section needs to be redone from scratch.
	

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


	Not necessarily. I recommend working with a certified translator or a native English speaker.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article needs to be completely redone.
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	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)
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