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	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 on osmotic dehydration characteristics of pink radish (Raphanus sativus) holds limited importance for the scientific community, as it primarily replicates well-established mass transfer principles (water loss, solid gain, and weight reduction) already extensively documented for various high-moisture vegetables using NaCl solutions. While it addresses a practical preservation challenge for pink radish—a nutrient-rich root with short shelf life—the empirical observations under varying temperatures (40-60°C) and concentrations (5-25% NaCl) offer no novel insights, modeling, or applications beyond routine experimental trends reported in prior studies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, "Osmotic Dehydration of Pink Radish (Raphanus sativus): Effects of NaCl Concentration and Temperature on Mass Transfer"
	

	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 not comprehensive. It inadequately covers the methods (omitting key details like slice thickness of 0.5 cm, 1:5 sample-to-solution ratio, and sampling intervals), skips results entirely (no quantitative data on moisture reduction from 95.7% to 66.04% w.b., WL range of 0.122-0.349, or SG range of 0.027-0.254), and lacks conclusions or implications for pink radish preservation.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript contains several scientific inaccuracies and methodological shortcomings that undermine its validity
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, the references are neither sufficient nor recent.
	

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


	Quality is not up to mark
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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