Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Archives of Current Research International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_ACRI_135368

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Effect of Dessicants on Drying of Carnation Flowers

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (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.


	The manuscript is about the Carnation flowers drying. The experiments, if properly designed, conducted, and presented can help the flowers’ growers and exporters to produce valued and high quality dried flowers. Ultimately, benefit both the producer and the consumers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Desiccants drying of Carnation flowers.
Drying Carnation flowers by using Desiccants.
	

	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.


	This and many descriptive sentences better to be put in the methodology section.
Please revise the abstract, and rewrite it properly.
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Introduction is very brief. Only 5 references, no objectives are mentioned.
· Material and Methods: only one method is described…
· (Why during the years 2015-16 and 2016-17?)
· (The petals of the flowers were pressed with fingers to check the presence of moisture):

The author/s have to conduct a standard oven drying (at 105oC, or any other standard) to determine the initial moisture content of the flowers, to know the suitable time where the drying process can be stopped (equilibrium /storage moisture content).
· Tables are shown without citation/reference within the text.

· To show the significance of the treatment/variables ANOVA tables should be given. 
· Discussion is generally short and weak, only 4 tables, 6 references. Similar previous works must be cited and compared.
· No Conclusion is given.
· The manuscript must follow the scientific methodology of writing.

            More data and results should be added.
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