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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 presents significant research findings on the variation in shrimp's nutritional content. Such variations may inform the selection of shrimp as a raw material in food processing. Moreover, a clear understanding of these nutritional differences can guide processing methods to help preserve the shrimp’s nutritional quality.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable as it accurately reflects the content and focus of the study. It clearly conveys the subject matter, which helps readers understand the main topic of the research.
	

	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.


	Explain the sampling method and specify the number of samples used in the proximate analysis.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The research methodology is suitable and clearly described, the data analysis is performed accurately, and the conclusions are well-founded based on the findings. The study adheres to accepted scientific standards and offers meaningful contributions to the discipline.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Please use recent references from the last ten years. Some citations, such as the sentence 'This difference may be attributed to various factors, including differences in species, harvesting season, or processing methods (Silver et al., 2014),' are not yet included in the reference list. Kindly review and correct the other sentences as well.


	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are generally adequate for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1) Please correct the formatting of the p values in the notes of Table 2.

2) In the SAMPLE COLLECTION, IDENTIFICATION AND PREPARATION section, kindly provide a more comprehensive description of the sample size and the storage procedures used prior to performing the proximate analysis. Additionally, if feasible, please add pictures of the shrimp species (L. setiferus and L. stylirostris) to help readers visually distinguish between the two types. 

This article is suitable for publication after revisions are made to improve the quality of the manuscript.
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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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