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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.


	The research is well-designed and practical. It reviewed the quality of rambak crackers with varying storage times, assessing moisture content, fat content, water activity (AW), yeast mold count (YMC), and obtaining important results. Peroxide value and free fatty acid (FFA) were also assessed. The results showed a very significant effect (p<0.01) on water activity (0.357-0.692), peroxide value (47.16-66.73 mIQ/g), free fatty acid (0.23-2.24%), and yeast mold count (1.941-3.085 log CFU/g), and no significant difference (p>0.05) on moisture content (6.62-8.56%) and fat content (33.33-40.62%). These results can be applied and utilized.
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	Optional/General comments


	The research is good, but there are some points that should be modified

- The research contains no spelling, statistical, or scientific errors.

- The results and conclusions are clear and recommended for application. We recommend publishing the research with a simple procedure (to be included in the methodology) explaining why this specific number of replications was chosen, as stated in the section: "Using a laboratory experimental method with 4 treatments and 5 replications. The treatments consisted of W0 (control), W1 (stored for 2 weeks), W2 (stored for 3 weeks), and W3 (stored for 4 weeks). Data were analyzed using Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) and continued with Duncan’s Multiple Range Test (DMRT)." We also request that the researcher include the conclusions at the end of the research, numbered and accompanied by the corresponding figures from the research results, instead of including them in the section "(if the researcher wishes)."
- Furthermore, the way the abstract is written does not conform to the established standards. If this is in accordance with the journal's guidelines, then there is no objection. However, if it is not, the abstract must be written according to the standards and should be a single paragraph, not in this format.
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