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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.


	This manuscript provides useful applied data on the development and optimization of red-fleshed dragon fruit leather using tray drying techniques. The study demonstrates the potential utilization of dragon fruit peel as a value-added by-product, which is relevant to sustainable food processing. The results may serve as a practical reference for researchers and practitioners working on fruit-based dehydrated products.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and clearly reflects the objective and scope of the study.
	

	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 generally covers and clearly summarizes the objectives, methodology, and key findings of the study. Significant additions or deletions are usually unnecessary. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design, data analysis, and interpretation of results are generally appropriate and consistent with established methodologies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The number of references is relatively limited, and the Introduction section could benefit from a broader discussion of related studies. However, considering that the manuscript is submitted as a short article, the current references may be acceptable for its intended scope. 
	

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


	The overall English language quality is understandable and generally suitable for scholarly communication. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The manuscript would benefit from a brief explanation of the interaction terms (e.g., AC, AD, BC) used in the ANOVA tables, including the definition of variables A, B, C, and D, to improve clarity for readers.
2. The figures could be improved in terms of presentation. The use of heavy frames around the figures appears unnecessary, and the label “3D Surface” may be omitted, as the figure content is self-explanatory.
3. The manuscript should be carefully checked for typographical and numerical inconsistencies, such as the reported overall acceptability (OAA) values, which are stated as 7.95 in some sections and 7.59 in others.
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