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	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 is very crucial indeed as it is related to food stuff that people are consuming in daily basis. Fish is a health food that human being could consume so if it is not well kept or stored it could affect the well-being of the consumer and that is why the good conservation is a key to secure the quality of the fish. And that is the reason why this topic is very important for the humanity. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Sure, the title is suitable 
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive but, in my opinion, the author should delete only these titles like the aims, study design, place and duration of the study, methodology, and results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I think the manuscript is not scientifically correct as the author did not demonstrate it statistically, for example what is the P Value etc…
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Sure, the references are sufficient and recent because almost all of them are between 2011-2020, which is sound good.
	

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


	Yes, the English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
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	The author should really review carefully the abstract and try to add some statistic tests in order to show that his research is scientifically meaningful.
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