Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Research Journal of Agriculture

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_ARJA_137304

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Responses of vegetables to Abiotic and Biotic Stresses during Postharvest conditions

	Type of the Article
	Short communication


	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript presents a comprehensive review of how vegetables respond to abiotic and biotic stresses during postharvest storage. The paper is valuable for the postharvest physiology and crop quality research community, as it summarizes a broad range of physiological, biochemical, and molecular responses in vegetables, along with current and emerging mitigation strategies. It is particularly informative for those working on food preservation, crop biotechnology, and postharvest management.

Title: The title is appropriate and reflects the content.

Abstract: The abstract is clear and informative, though the last two sentences are somewhat redundant. Consider summarizing the practical implications more succinctly.

Scientific Soundness: The manuscript is scientifically sound. The review is well-structured, and the explanation of responses at multiple biological levels is supported by adequate references.

References: The references are generally sufficient and up-to-date. However, more recent citations from 2023–2024 on AI and nanotechnology applications in postharvest technology could strengthen the 'Emerging Technologies' section.

Language: The manuscript is written in acceptable academic English. Minor edits (e.g., redundancy and sentence clarity) are recommended but do not hinder understanding.

Optional Comments: The manuscript could benefit from graphical summaries or figures that illustrate the mechanisms of stress response or intervention strategies.
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