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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
This manuscript was on “Effect of Drying Temperature on the Quality of Dry Surimi 
Powder from Pangasius”.  
 
The abstract was well-written.  The introduction contains old references although 
well-written. The authors had a good understanding of the subject matter of the 
study. Let the authors edit the entire manuscript and correct all typos. The 
discussion was poorly written. Let the authors compare their results in the 
discussion with the previous works and authors should use recent references. The 
conclusion was well-written. 
 

 
Entire manuscript especially introduction is modified by reviewing several new 
literatures and duly added in the references.  
Result and discussion are modified by comparing with previous works, 
especially relevant recent works are cited for reference.  
The modifications are duly highlighted with yellow highlighter. 
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