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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.


	Furthermore, the conclusions are weak.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is correct
	

	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 summary is considered adequate
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, this review article requires substantial revisions in both writing quality and bibliographic updating. There are also several cases, where there are statements that could benefit from more precision or additional references, since they could be considered as mere speculation. A significant issue is the inadequate discussion of cited works.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	An update of references is recommended. Many references are mentioned without elaboration on their contributions, which is essential in a review article to provide a comprehensive context.
	

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


	The use of the English language is poor, several sentences throughout the manuscript are excessively long and difficult to read. It is recommended to split them. The manuscript also contains multiple grammatical errors.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Further review is recommended prior to consideration for publication in this journal.
Some complementary specific observations are added:

Revise the numbering of the sections and consider a general restructuring.

In addition, some punctual observations are added.

Paragraph 1 of Introduction - Replace “destruction of the dispersed system” with only “phase separation”, or mention that coalescence (larger droplets) is caused by flocculation.

Paragraph 2 of Introduction - Can all types of emulsifiers cause negative health effects, add more references and examples.

Definition - The description of Pickering emulsions is poorly understood. The definition, their stabilizing properties and perhaps a schematic figure to visualize how the particles act as a stabilizing barrier should be improved.

Background - Requires more depth in bibliographic citations since what it mentions “have been widely ignored” is not true, in many parts of the world the methodology of obtaining and applications has been improved.

Mechanism - Improve the wording of the section, e.g., change “Whereas in the case of Pickering emulsions though...” to “In the case of Pickering emulsions, solid particles adsorb slowly but irreversibly...”, or “But” to “however”, etc.

Classification - The wording and structure of this section is confusing and not very fluid, and the relationship between the three classification criteria is not well established.

Degradation of pickering emulsion - It is suggested to provide a minimal introduction before mentioning the types of degradation, as well as to reconsider whether they are “degradation” or “factors affecting emulsion stability”. What are the mechanisms in “catastrophic phase inversion”?

Preparation of Pickering emulsions - what are the attributes to be considered “green technology”, mention is made of different constraints and their solution but without context, which is necessary for its understanding.
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