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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Should follow journal guideline strictly. 
 
ABSTRACT: Should show in short: 

 Title, the fruit history in short, problem statement, objective, methodology, major findings and 
recommendation. 

 Introduction: clear and self-explanatory problem statement and objectives are required  
Materials & methods:  

 Experimental materials used, should be showed 
 Treatments and design: should be clear; such as #trees, #fruits from each tree and replication clear design. 
 Quality types should be mentioned and be explanatory ((nutritional, market quality etc.) 
 Time of data collection as harvesting time very critical issues for fruits, harvesting techniques as postharvest 

management is highly related with it  
 Storage type/s 
 Data collection: data collected and the methods of collection should require clearly. 

Results and discussion: It is good but to some extent it should be rechecked on: 
 Interval days for what and from when 
 Major finding on bases of your objective 

Conclusion: 
 Not only conclusion: Should be conclusion and recommendation instead conclusion and put your finding 

recommendation 
 At which interval would you recommend, on bases of Specific gravity, fruit shape, colour, total soluble solids 

(%), T.S.S.: Acid ratio and organoleptic score? 
References: used very old references, even your study title require very recent once and postharvest technology is 
very dynamic. So check it again critical and update to current work 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Editorial issues will be checked again through out 
Check your manuscript according to guideline. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
In general manuscript is good and should be accepted with the commented modification. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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