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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.


	The idea is good, and the topic is modern in its presentation, discussion style, and highlighting of results. It's a successful choice in contexts involving monitoring frozen and chilled shipments.
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(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate for the contents of the manuscript. Another title suggestion, in my opinion, is (Following up on frozen and chilled shipments in ports and monitoring product quality and food safety).
	

	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 summary is very short; the researcher's work should be highlighted in how the results were presented and discussed. Therefore, it is preferable to add the most important quality specifications for frozen and chilled foods during shipping.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are no errors in the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
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The objective is suitable for the research content.

The conclusion should include the most important quality specifications of the studied products and compare them with international standards.

The introduction should include a paragraph on the international quality control specifications for vegetables and dairy products used in the study.

The methods used are appropriate for the research requirements.

The statistical analysis is suitable for the study.

The results and discussion should compare the results with international standards to strengthen the research.

The sources should be verified for recency and date.
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There are no ethical issues.
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