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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 
 

 
 
 
The article is very interesting and the idea is fantastic. The inclusion fish in diets for 
human is very interesting especially for its biological value. Therefore: what 
nutritional value? What are the microbiological characteristics? Statistical comparisons at 
the 10% confidence level for this purpose are at least risky. What is the viability of the 
process? The article present too many flaws. 
 
 

 
 
Thank you for the compliments. 
The nutritional value of tortilla chips of minced catfish is the protein content. 
The protein content of 10% treatment increase become 9.98%.  
I did not research the microbiological characteristics on tortilla chips. 
I am sorry, I forgot to put the subheading of ‘Decision Making (the calculation 
results on weight criteria)’. I already put it on the manuscript now, with the 
highlight in yellow colour. 
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