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	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 holds significant value for the scientific community by addressing pertinent research questions. However, it requires more in-depth modifications to enhance its clarity and rigor. Further elaboration on key concepts and detailed analysis would strengthen the overall quality of the work. Implementing these revisions will improve its contribution to the field and ensure it meets the publication standards.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is recommended that the authors consider revising the title to better reflect the scope of the study. A suggested alternative could be: "Impact of Various Pre-Freezing Treatments on Drip Loss of Tilapia (Oreochromis niloticus) Fillets during Long-Term Storage at -18 °C." This revised title more precisely highlights the experimental focus and the key variables investigated. Such a formulation will enhance the clarity and scientific accuracy of the manuscript's presentation.
	

	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 manuscript is well-structured relative to the other sections; however, it should be formulated in accordance with established scientific research conventions. It is essential that the abstract provides a more comprehensive overview of the findings, grounded in the technical demonstrations conducted. Enhancing its depth and specificity will better reflect the significance of the research outcomes. Such revisions will improve the abstract’s effectiveness in summarizing the study's scientific contributions
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript requires further refinement to ensure it meets the standards of scientific accuracy and clarity. Additional clarification and organization are necessary to enhance its overall scientific rigor. Addressing these aspects will improve the manuscript's precision and coherence. Ultimately, these modifications will better align the work with established scientific conventions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided are relatively recent; however, they are insufficient in number to comprehensively support the study. A more detailed and extensive review of the literature is necessary to strengthen the manuscript's theoretical foundation. Additionally, incorporating several relevant references into the main text would enhance the contextual understanding of the research. These improvements are recommended to ensure a more robust and well-supported scientific discussion.
	

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


	The language used in the manuscript is appropriate and aligns well with the conventions of natural science scholarship. It effectively conveys the scientific concepts and maintains clarity for the target academic audience. Overall, the linguistic presentation is suitable for scholarly communication within the field.
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