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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

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

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
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additional suggestions/comments)

Fresh fruits and vegetables are integral components of a balanced diet, providing essential
nutrients and contributing to human health. However, the postharvest quality of these perishable
commodities is greatly influenced by various physiological processes that occur after harvest.
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In the Abstract, are briefly presented the results obtained by the author. It is not clear what the
author’s contribution is in this research.

A scientific paper must include the following sections: Abstract, Introduction, Materials and
Methods, Results and Discussions, Conclusions, References. In the work are missing sections:
Materials and Methods, Results and Discussions.

Yes, if it is a synthesis of the literature on the given topic, but if it is a scientific work — no.

yes

Introduction, the achievements of other researchers in the world on the given topic are briefly
described. Materials and methods includes the description of all the materials and methods applied
to carry out the research, where and when the research was carried out.

In Results and discussions - the results obtained after the research are presented with tables and
figures that include data about the research carried out.

In the Conclusions, the results obtained by the author following the research are clearly and
concisely presented.
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