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	1. Abstract

The abstract is comprehensive, and the manuscript covers the background, objectives, methods, results, and conclusions. However, the abstract could be improved by summarizing lengthy sentences and emphasizing quantitative discussion to clarify the scientific message.

2. Introduction

The introduction provides a clear scientific basis for the utilization of culled laying hen meat and the relevance of canning and liquid smoke technology. However, this section is relatively long and contains some repetition. The research needs to be emphasized more clearly in the final paragraph of the introduction.

3. Methodology

The research methodology has been well explained and uses standard, replicable procedures. However, several aspects still need clarification, particularly the experimental design, number of replications, and a brief explanation of the sensory testing (e.g., number of panelists).

4. Results and Discussion

The results and discussion are presented systematically and supported by relevant literature. Data interpretation is appropriate and consistent with the research objectives. However, some of the discussion remains descriptive in nature and could be further clarified in a structured manner consistent with the research procedures or methods.

5. Conclusions and Final Assessment

The conclusions are consistent with the data presented and address the research objectives. Overall, this manuscript is scientifically sound and worthy of consideration for publication after minor revisions, particularly for language condensation, refinement of novelty, and clarification of methodology.
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