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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.
	Seafood products are among the essential food items that guarantee human health. So that consuming these products can protect humans against chronic diseases. Despite all these benefits, the high perishability of these products is a big challenge that must be considered. In this regard, considering techniques to increase the preservation of these products can, in addition to preserving their nutritional value, lead to increased quality, safety and security of the product and the consumer.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It 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.
	At the end of the abstract, a sentence should be stated as a suggestion or recommendation for researchers or manufacturing industries that use this technology.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Some parts need to be corrected, which was expressed as a comment in the manuscript file.
Considering that up-to-date scientific research is being conducted in the world, it is suggested that more tables or figures be included in the article to increase the scientific load.
In addition, a section entitled Recent advances in the manufacturing-fishery industries in the application of high-pressure technology can be included in the article.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The most recent reference listed is related to the 2020; newer references should be added to the article.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Recheck the grammar of the manuscript.
Some sentences could be phrased more fluently. Or better alternatives could be provided for some words. Check and review the entire article.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript file needs rewriting and more explanations for each section. Some sections have little content. 
According to the journal's author guidelines, the length of a review article should be 5,000 to 9,000 words.
It is expected that the authors will add more research to the article. To increase the scientific load of the article. 
In addition, the combination of this HPP technology with other methods of content preservation should be mentioned.
Also, information should be provided regarding the impact of this technology on other aquatic animals (other than fish) or fishery products.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No
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