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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.


	This manuscript is valuable to the scientific community as it highlights innovations in smoked catfish product development, promoting value addition and economic sustainability in fisheries.
It enhances understanding of local processing methods, consumer preferences, and market potential.
The study also supports efforts toward food security, employment creation, and sustainable fish utilization.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable as it clearly reflects the focus of the study on smoked catfish product development in Indonesia.
However, for better clarity and scientific precision, it could be slightly refined to:

“Development and Evaluation of Smoked Catfish (Clarias sp.) Products in Indonesia.”


	

	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 fairly comprehensive, as it outlines the study’s focus on smoked catfish product development in Indonesia.
However, it can be improved by including a clearer statement of the research objectives, concise description of the methodology, key findings, and the significance of the study.
Numerical data should be included in favor of summarizing trends or major outcomes.
Additionally, a concluding statement highlighting the implications for the fish processing industry or local economy would strengthen the abstract.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound with appropriate design and analysis, though it would benefit from clearer details on sampling procedures and processing methods to improve reproducibility.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some of the references cited in the manuscript are outdated and inconsistent in formatting. Older references (e.g., those published before 2010) should be replaced with more recent studies from 2018–2024 focusing on smoked fish processing, product development, and post-harvest technology.
In addition, the reference list should be standardized following a consistent style preferably APA or the journal’s required format. Specifically, ensure that:

· All et al. are written in italics.

· Journal names are italicized and written in full.

· Citations are consistently formatted (avoid mixing “and”/& “and” with “&”).

· Remove duplicate entries and ensure all in-text citations appear in the reference list.

Including more recent references such as those on innovative fish smoking techniques, nutritional quality of smoked catfish, and market acceptability studies will enhance the manuscript’s currency and scholarly strength.


	

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


	The language of the manuscript is generally clear and understandable, making it suitable for scholarly communication.
However, some sentences are lengthy and could be restructured for better readability.
Minor grammatical and punctuation corrections are also needed to enhance clarity and flow.
The authors are advised to conduct a careful proofreading or seek professional language editing to ensure smooth expression and academic tone throughout the paper.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents an interesting and relevant study on smoked catfish product development, which has both economic and nutritional importance.
However, the paper would benefit from improved organization, concise presentation of results, and clearer linkage between objectives, findings, and conclusions.
Figures and tables should be properly labeled and referenced within the text.
The discussion should emphasize the implications of the findings for fisheries development and post-harvest value addition.
With minor revisions in structure, language, and reference updating, the manuscript will make a valuable contribution to fisheries and aquaculture research.
Abstract should be rewrite to include objective, methods, findings and significance.

There should be a consistency in the writeup especially the in-text citations. E.g. the use of “and/&” etc.

All the “et al.,” should be in italic.

Tables and figures should be placed in the results section and follow by the discussions.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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