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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	1. This manuscript is necessary as initial data or primary support to show the potential of P.viridis as a source of protein or raw material for making functional products.
2. This manuscript helps ensure that the shellfish used in processing or research meet specific quality standards
3. This manuscript helps control nutrient content changes during processing processes such as boiling, drying, fermentation, or hydrolysis.
	

	[bookmark: _Hlk195555533]Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
"Proximate Analysis of Green Mussels (Perna viridis) as a Potential Source of Animal Protein"
	

	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.

	It is necessary to add information on the size, weight of the sample and the location of the sample obtained free from contamination or contaminated areas, considering the nature of the P.viridis filter feeder
Samples that are tested proximately are the meat, leg muscles or all organs in the body of P.viridis.
Sampling is carried out during what season? Because ecology will affect the composition of nutrients.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	It is scientific, but some notes need to be added, including:
1. Introduction data is not varied enough, for example, with several types of shellfish and different sampling locations.
2. The image does not show the parts of the shellfish and the anatomy of the inner shellfish.
3. References or references in the method are not listed at all.
4. Lack of references used in discussing the results
5. The manuscript of the results is only written in text form; no graphs are included. Use charts, or diagrams to present data to make it more transparent and visually appealing.
6. Conclusions are too general
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	
References are very lacking and still need to be updated. Use references from the last 5 years.
	

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

	
Has been fulfilled.

	

	Optional/General comments

	This manuscript needs to be supplemented with more varied data and a more significant number of replications. More than one location/sample locality should be used to make the results more valid and the generalization stronger. The method is not clearly explained, and no reference standard is listed. Use a validated analysis method so that other researchers can replicate it. Old references. Add the latest references (last 5 years) from relevant scientific journals to strengthen the argument. Compare the results with previous studies, explain the possible causes of the differences, and provide a more in-depth interpretation. Make sure the conclusion is written based on the actual results obtained.

	



	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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