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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 makes a meaningful contribution to the scientific community by addressing the underutilization of spent hen meat and proposing value-added processing strategies grounded in rigorous experimental evaluation. The study systematically investigates the impact of canning and liquid smoking on nutritional composition, chemical stability, microbiological safety, and sensory quality, thereby generating comprehensive data of both scientific and practical relevance. Its findings provide a clear scientific basis for improving the economic value, safety, and consumer acceptance of spent hen products, which is particularly important for sustainable poultry production systems. Moreover, the work has broader implications for food security and protein accessibility in developing regions, reinforcing its relevance to food science, meat technology, and applied nutrition research.
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	The current title is generally relevant but somewhat broad and does not fully reflect the scope and depth of the study. Here is the changing option as an alternative title “Effect of Canning and Liquid Smoking on the Physicochemical, Microbiological, and Sensory Properties of Spent Hen Meat”
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	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive and informative, as it clearly states the background, aims, methodology, key results, and main conclusions of the study.
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	Yes, it is. 
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	Yes, current references are generally appropriate and provide a necessary foundation for the study’s.
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	Yes, it suitable for scholarly communications. 
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