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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.


	This study could be interesting to readers when published as dehydration is very crucial for shelf life extension. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title should be modified.
	

	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 should be significantly improved.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, the author (s) should utilize more recent references to improve this study.
	

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


	Language needs significant improvement. Check the manuscript source file.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. This study could be interesting to readers when published. However, there are lots of concerns that should be addressed before acceptance. The title should be modified to reflect the study.

2. The abstract should be significantly improved. What does the author (s) mean by “traditional hot air oven dehydration alone”?

3. The researcher (s) utilized lots of old references. I suggest the use of more recent citations to buttress their findings as lots of studies might have been conducted in recent times.

4. The background of this study should be improved while adequately justifying the reasons for this study.

5. The methodology is not well presented. How was the moisture content determined? Whose method was utilized? Please state this with the relevant citations. Also, what does the researcher (s) mean by the phrase “determined by standard hot air oven drying”?

6. All equations should be written using the equation editor

7. The method described by who? What used for the sensory assessment

8. Generally, the manuscript should be significantly improved

9. Discussion, data presentation, and conclusion should be improved. 

10. There are lots of linguistic problems with this study.

11. References should be adequately formatted. Journal names should be italicized throughout the manuscript.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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