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	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.


	It provides valuable insights into the application of retort processing technology to produce safe, shelf-stable, ready-to-eat desserts. It demonstrates how thermal treatment parameters influence the physicochemical and sensory qualities of traditional Thai desserts, contributing to the development of improved food preservation methods.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 of the article is generally comprehensive, summarizing the key aspects of the research, including its aims, methods, results, and conclusions. However, to enhance clarity and informativeness, I suggest including in the method section a brief mention of the specific physicochemical parameters evaluated, as these are central to the quality check. Additionally, a concise note on the implications or significance of the findings could provide greater context. There is no need to delete points; rather, supplementing these details would make the abstract more comprehensive and informative for the reader.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study appears to be scientifically sound. It employs appropriate methodologies for microbiological and physicochemical assessments, such as retort processing at specified temperatures, microbiological analyses using standard techniques (e.g., pour and spread plate methods), and physicochemical measurements like viscosity, color parameters (L*, a*, b*), and total soluble solids. The use of controls, replicates, and statistical analysis (ANOVA with Tukey’s HSD) further supports the rigor of the research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references cited in this article appear to be relevant for the study, because they cover key aspects of the retort processing and safety assessment. I would suggest adding Jimenez, et al. (2023) on “Understanding retort processing: A review” would enhance the manuscript’s comprehensiveness 
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