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	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 is important for the scientific community as it explores the application of high-pressure homogenization (HPH) in improving the quality of a mucilage-rich fruit beverage, which is a relatively underexplored area in food processing research. Dragon fruit has growing commercial potential worldwide, yet its high mucilage content poses significant challenges for beverage development. By demonstrating how HPH can reduce turbidity, enhance polyphenol retention, and improve sensory acceptability while maintaining microbial safety, this study provides valuable insights for both academic researchers and the functional beverage industry.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Title is ok but it could be written as                      

“Effect of High Pressure Homogenization on Physicochemical, Bioactive, and Sensory Attributes of Dragon Fruit RTS Beverage”
	

	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 informative but should be more concise, with less methodological detail.

The results section should clearly balance both positive and negative findings.

The conclusion needs to be shorter and emphasize the significance for industry and research.

Keywords should be expanded to include broader terms (e.g., functional beverages, bioactive compounds, non-thermal processing).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound with appropriate methodology and analyses, but limited detail on the mucilage reduction step and inconsistent reporting of statistical results affect full reproducibility and clarity.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly sufficient and include recent works; however, some older sources (e.g., 1965, 1977, 1985) should be updated or supplemented with more recent literature. Adding international studies on HPH and non-thermal juice processing (e.g., Zhang et al., 2021; Patrignani & Lanciotti, 2016; Raso et al., 2022) would strengthen the paper.
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	The language is understandable but requires editing for grammar, conciseness, and clarity to meet scholarly standards.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No, there are not any ethical issues in it.
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