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	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.


	By consolidating information on the fundamental principles, stability parameters, and preparation methods, it serves as a useful resource for researchers and industry professionals seeking to develop clean-label, stable food products. But there is a lot of topic distribution and instead of focusing on processing technology, it is constantly involved in the same information again and again.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, but I think this is more useful "Clean-Label Emulsions: Utilizing Pickering Systems for Enhanced Food Product Stability".
	

	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 provides a decent overview, but it could be made more comprehensive by including a few key points: Weaknesses/Suggestions for Improvement: 1. Mechanism Hint: While it mentions stabilization by solid particles, adding a brief phrase about the mechanism (e.g., "forming a physical barrier at the oil-water interface") would add clarity. 2.Parameter Indication: It would be beneficial to include a brief mention of the key parameters influencing stability (e.g., wettability, particle size). 3.Preparation Methods: A very brief mention of the preparation methods, especially if the review covers high-energy vs low energy methods, would add to the abstracts value. 4.Quantifiable results: If there are quantifiable results that are general to many pickering emulsions, or results that are general to the food industry, adding those results would be beneficial.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but I think more related for fundamental principles of pickering emulsion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, most of references is recent.
	

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


	Yes, understandable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript lacks critical depth, presenting a superficial overview rather than a comprehensive analysis of Pickering emulsions. Its limited discussion of practical challenges and regulatory considerations diminishes its relevance to industry professionals. Please add more industrial application or compare with industrial emulsion technologies. Just don't compare it with traditional emulsion. Industrial emulsion technologies (take all of them) and compare this technology, tell us about the advantages of this technology, and strengthen your paper. Why are there no explanatory tables, and there are long prose paragraphs only?
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