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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 paper covers a vital and relevant issue in food packaging research that is development of biodegradable nanoclay reinforced PBAT-starch films in storage of baked products. As the concerns of environmental waste of plastics and food safety continue to escalate, the report provides useful information about the need to have sustainable packaging materials that promote longer shelf-life with minimal negative effects on the environment. The thorough laboratory analysis (mechanical, microbiological, chemical, and migration tests) makes it solid. These findings can be used by the packaging industry and academicians.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and reflects the work accurately. However, for better specificity, I suggest:

'Evaluation of PBAT-Starch Nanoclay Composite Films for Quality Retention of Toast During Storage'.
	

	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 detailed and well organized. The purpose, methodology, results and conclusion are stated clearly. A small improvement could be to briefly highlight numerical findings on peroxide value, acid value, and microbial results to strengthen the quantitative emphasis.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate but could include more studies on biodegradable films in bakery applications
	

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


	The manuscript is written in good English with clear scientific communication. Minor grammatical polishing in some places would further improve readability
	

	Optional/General comments


	•  Add commercial/industrial relevance of biodegradable films for bakery products in Introduction.

•  Methods should specify replicates, statistical analysis (ANOVA, p-value), and film thickness.

•  Results should include statistical significance in PV, AV, and microbial comparisons.

•  Add graphical representation (figures/plots) for PV, AV, hardness, microbial growth trends.

•  Discuss why all samples became TNTC in month 3 and practical shelf-life implications.

•  Add comparison with similar studies on bakery product packaging to contextualize findings.

•  Conclusion should state limitations (tested only on toast, no sensory evaluation).

•  Suggest future work on industrial scalability, cost-effectiveness, and consumer acceptance.

•  Tables are clear; adding figures will improve readability and impact.
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