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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.
	A comparative study of different fruit crop varities like Ber (Ziziphus mauritiana) varieties and the influence of various dehydration methods/ processes like Osmo- dehydration, KMS blanching, NaOH + citric acid treatment, sun drying, oven drying, and or other methods on their product quality is a valuable area of research. This research would properly assess how different varieties respond to different drying processes
/methods, and how these processes/ methods affect the final product's quality attributes such as color, texture, flavor nutritional value content like total soluble solids, total sugars, ascorbic acid content etc.
Therefore, it is important matter to know about the effects of above said various dehydration methods/ processes on final product's quality attributes of different varities of Ber (Ziziphus mauritiana). In conciusion more research work focuses needed in these dimensions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title of the manuscript is appropriate /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.
	Yes, the abstract of the manuscript is well written and structured comprehensively.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and novel.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them
in the review form.
	The references/ review of literature are sufficient as per work and recent.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language of the whole manuscript is good and suitable for effective scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The manuscript is well written and structured. In terms of experimental techniques/ data analysis, review of literature cited, materials and methods used are novel.
And I feel this unique manuscript dataset has been utilized to its full extent.
Hence, I recommend that this manuscript be accepted for
publication.
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	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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