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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 brings information to bear on the necessity for value addition and product diversification since demand for fish is on the increase and increased product quality is now a necessity. This review paper will be of benefit to fishermen, processors, marketers, researchers and policy makers. This paper is especially informative for stakeholders in fisheries developing regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Value Addition and Product Diversification potentials in the Fishery Sector: A Review for selected regions
	

	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 concise and captures the idea of the review. It is however suggested that the example given be expunged
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The scope of review is not broad enough and detailed to capture the context of the manuscript (value addition and product diversification)

The manuscript is not specific to locations bearing in mind that trends in value addition differs with environment and beliefs.
The review seems to concentrate on the occurrence in Kenya, with few other countries cited as it is being discussed.

It is expected that specific occasions of occurrence of value addition be mentioned so they can be easily related to
It is also expected that references of value addition made in the review should be specific. This will help clarify concept and keep the audience glued to your work.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some references have no bearing to the work
The correct references used are sufficient for a review work but not adequately utilized in the main text. Correct and update

In text references are haphazardly placed especially at the later part of the document jumping so many numbers
	

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


	Yes, it is suitable for scholarly communications
	

	Optional/General comments


	The review cited so many literatures but did not abstract sufficient information from such literature to buttress the context under discussion. Additional research is expected to further enrich the paper for it to be called a review. Otherwise, let the title carry a clause that indicates the scope the paper will be limited to.
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