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	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.


	Overall, this article is scientifically sound and accountable, particularly in terms of research design, analytical methods, and interpretation of results. This research is relevant to the fields of food technology and poultry meat processing, particularly the utilization of spent hen, and aligns with existing references. This article also adds value to low-value poultry raw materials.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is too general and does not fully describe the research findings. Suggested title: 

Physicochemical, Microbiological, and Sensory Quality of Canned Spent Hen Meat as Affected by Product Form and Liquid Smoke Application


	

	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 structurally complete, containing the following: objectives, methods, results, and conclusions. However, several sections need to be completed: the method, which must clearly state the number of treatments and replications, the design used, and the parameters measured.

Regarding the study duration, between June 2009 and July 2010, is this the duration of the research for data collection? This article should not be referring to the previous 15-year study. The sentence "between June 2009 and July 2010" should be removed.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript is scientifically sound and contains no errors in the areas of food technology, poultry processing, and food safety.

However, I believe the manuscript still has methodological weaknesses and inconsistent data reporting that require improvement.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references given in this manuscript are quite general, lacking references to the effects of liquid smoke on the chemical, sensory, and safety qualities of canned poultry products.


	

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


	The English of this manuscript is understandable, but it requires substantial language revision before it is suitable for publication in a reputable international journal.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript is scientifically sound, but still requires revision, especially in terms of methodological clarity, improving the quality of scientific English and updating references before publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

there are no ethical issues in this manuscript
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