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PART 1: Review Comments

Compulsory REVISION comments

Reviewer's comment

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. Why do you like (or
dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

Inproper storage is one of the major reasons for the
wastage of fruits. Loss is greater after the harvest is due to
the high rate of respiration and ethylene production. The
standardization of storage conditions will reduce the
spoilage of fruits and maintain their freshness.

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

No,
STORABILITY ANALYSIS OF GUAVA (Psidium guajava)
IN DIFFERENT STORAGE CONDITIONS

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.

Yes, but need to include the design of the experiment, the
result values, and a one-line conclusion. Shelf life of fruit is
a very important parameter in every storage study; it's
missing.

Are subsections and structure of the
manuscript appropriate?

Yes

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why
do you think that this manuscript is
scientifically robust and technically sound? A
minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required
for this part.

e The experimental design, replication, area of study,
and maximum and minimum temperature during the
experiment missing.

¢ Include name of guava variety taken for the
experiment

e Mention the treatment control in the material and
method section.

Add temperature range for all the treatments.
How the data is analyzed and mention statistical
method in material and method section

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

We are now in 2024, but all the cited references are very
old up to 2015. Add more resent references that relate to
the storage of fruit crops up to date.




form.
- References are not in as per the journal format and need
modification.

Minor REVISION comments
Most of the sentences are not grammarly correct.

Is the language/English quality of the article May be given to professional to check the language.
suitable for scholarly communications?
Optional/General comments ¢ Introduction part more on vegetables only add

some references related to climatic fruits

e The conclusion part is not clear; give a final
outcome of the study.

e |nthe abstract, the first three sentences are
repeated in the introduction, which may delete.

e Add more supporting references in the discussion
part.

e Table 1 titile does not have fluency; change the
titile gramatically.
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Reviewer’'s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer,
correct the manuscript and highlight that part in
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors
should write his/her feedback here)

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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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