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	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.


	The manuscript aimed to find out the nutritional significance of five available marine species in human nutrition. The species showed rich in nutrient profile with high protein, lipid and mineral content. The research also showed importance of nutrition profile in human.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes 
	

	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.


	Yes 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The details are enclosed in reviewer’s dashboard. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are less particularly in Discussion portion. Authors are requested to add more references and details are enclosed in reviewer’s dashboard
	

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


	Yes 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript needs further revision based on the points mentioned below:

· The author has mentioned July, September and November as sampling time. On which basis these three months were chosen though it was mentioned that those fishes are always available.
· In materials and methods portion authors mentioned one word “BDT”. Please expand it.
· Authors mentioned that the fishes were collected from landing centre, when the fishes were actually harvested from sea and what is the duration of carrying the fishes from harvesting point to landing point. Whether the fishermen used any preservation method in between. These points need to be mentioned as the quality of raw fishes depend upon these.
· The authors also mentioned that the fishes were carried under iced condition and were kept for freezing before analysis. What was the duration of freezing at -18ͦ C as freezing affects the quality of raw material and actual proximate parameters particularly protein might be affected.

· It was also mentioned that the experimented fishes were processed and washed before analysis, it may reduce the water-soluble protein content ie sarcoplasmic protein content and hence the total protein content might be reduced accordingly. Authors need to justify the points accordingly. 
· For analysis of mineral content the fishes were dried in Hot Air Oven, whether mineral content of raw fishes was studied or the data of any experiment are available with the authors. As it is fact that the proximate quality of dried and raw fishes is different. 
· Number of references used in Discussion portion against each parameter is very less. Need to add more references in Discussion portion against each parameter.
· Whether refences are available for similar range of protein content for other such marine species. If so, please mention them. Moreover, the protein content whatever reported in this study might be reduced from the actual protein content of those species as the reasons mentioned above. Authors may indicate them too separately. 
· The nutritional significance of marine fishes is mainly due to the presence of Omega-3 fatty acid in lipid profile which is having major role in human body including child, pregnant women etc. whether omega-3 content of those fishes are available with the authors if so, please highlight them. Please try to justify the lipid content with few more references.  

· Moisture content was found quite higher in this study. The fishes were washed and iced before analysis and it may be the probable reason behind that. Authors are requested to mention these too in Discussion portion.

· However, the fishes showed rich in nutrition with high mineral content and it is beneficial for human.

· The manuscript is well written; it is an important study aimed to find out the nutritional significance of five available marine species in human nutrition. There are huge scopes for further study in this aspect. The manuscript may be accepted after corrections/additions as mentioned above.
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