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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.


	This manuscript contributes useful experimental data on osmotic dehydration kinetics of pink radish, a commodity with very high moisture content and short shelf life. The work provides clear quantitative insights into how temperature and osmotic concentration affect water loss, solid gain, and moisture reduction. Such empirical data are valuable for food process engineers developing low-cost preservation solutions for small or rural processors.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes ( if possible make it short)
	

	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 is mostly comprehensive but requires improvements:

· Add a short sentence for significance of work.

· State that two replications were used.

· Clarify the highest WL/SG values with units.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The experimental design is scientifically correct. Independent variables and levels were clearly defined. Equations are standard for OD work. Mass-transfer trends (WL/SG with temp & concentration) agree with literature. Discussion is consistent with figures.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are recent enough (many after 2000)
	

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


	The language is understandable, need some punctuation and grammatical correction.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Headings too large: Section 1, 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 appear with identical formatting; subheading levels must be visually distinct.

· Figure captions inconsistent and sometimes placed far from figures.

· Figures appear with empty white space placeholders; images must be aligned.

· Table 1 formatting inconsistent (column spacing, alignment).

· Equations (1)–(3) appear without mathematical symbols; only text (“… equation 1”). Should include proper math formatting.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)

No.
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