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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 findings can be used in dietary assessment, nutrition program and food security/safety for urban populations dependent on Prawns
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Change the Title. I suggest this title

“Comparative Assessment of Micronutrient Profiles in Prawns Sold in Mumbai Markets”

Consider the alternative title to easy understand
	

	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 should include the following:

· Short introduction (but do not include any citation/ related literature)

· Aim of the study

· Methodology

· Significant results/ highlights of the study

· Conclusion
Revise the Abstract
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	· Scientific names are not written correctly. It should be italicized.

· Statistical analysis of the data presented in the results section should be run in statistics to see if there significant difference among the treatments/ comparisons 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References should be updated. Many of the references are too old, like 1970 and 80s. Search updated references in Google Scholar closely related to the study. 
	

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


	Improve the delivery of language in the discussions. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Shorten the Introduction by providing the status of the industry, the need of the sector, and the intervention of the study to solve the need or gap needed by the Industry. 

Could be improved
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