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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 have imp in application of response surface methodology (RSM) for mechanized fish drying systems, particularly in low-resource settings. By demonstrating measurable improvements in drying time, energy efficiency, and sensory quality, the study offers a replicable model for sustainable preservation practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	This title is also Good but will Suggest some more Titles           
Innovative Optimization of Rotary Cage-Tray Fish Dryers for Better Process Efficiency and Product Quality Using I-Optimal Methodology,

Enhancing Process Efficiency and Product Quality in Rotary Cage-Tray Fish Dryers: An I-Optimal Surface Response Approach
	

	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.


	1. Background / Context
Consider slightly expanding on the impact or challenges of fish spoilage in current drying systems to set the stage better.

2. Objective / Aim
Very clear – perhaps use the phrase "This study aimed to optimize…" earlier for clarity.

3. Methodology
Solid description. Mentioning the version of software (Design-Expert v10?) is nice, but could be clarified as a statistical package.

4. Key Variables
Well covered – input and output factors are clearly listed.

5. Optimization Results
Consider stating the % reduction in drying time first for impact before listing parameter values.

6. Validation
Mention of low SD and <2% error strengthens the validity. Could briefly state how many validation runs were done.

7. Implications / Significance
Excellent – both in terms of efficiency and sensory quality.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes this manuscript is Scientifically Correct. Drying Study is Well Covered
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Sufficient 
	

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


	Yes Suitable
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript makes a significant contribution to the field of food processing and post-harvest technology by introducing a scientifically optimized, hybrid rotary dryer tailored for high-moisture fish species Manuscript is very Informative
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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