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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	This manuscript is important to the scientific community as it provides a quantifiable, effective protocol for significantly extending the marketable shelf-life of the globally popular 'Grande Naine' banana cultivar. By demonstrating the combined success of the 1% Alum and 1% Benomyl treatment with specific cold storage conditions (13∘C, 95% RH), the research offers a practical, integrated post-harvest handling strategy. The study's clear confirmation that this regime prevents major losses from crown rot, stem rot, and chilling injury for up to 16 days directly addresses critical industry challenges, providing valuable data for commercial application and forming a baseline for future work on non-chemical preservation alternatives.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Excellent. The title clearly identifies the dependent variable (Shelf-Life), the subject (Green Banana), and the experimental conditions (Cold Room Storage).
	

	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.


	The abstract is strong and ready for publication with minor revisions. It effectively presents the key results of the study. Addressing the suggestions in MS, particularly providing a one-line clarification on the purpose of the chemical treatments, would enhance its scientific clarity and completeness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents a compelling finding that is correct in principle and consistent with postharvest science. However, it is not yet fully scientifically correct in its presentation due to a failure to adhere to core experimental design principles (control groups) and reporting standards (statistics and method detail). The results show a successful outcome, but the data, as presented, does not adequately prove the independent effect of the chemical treatment.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The list is sufficiently recent, particularly with the inclusion of several papers from 2024 and 2025
	

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


	The manuscript successfully conveys its message, but a thorough proofreading for conciseness, formality, and variety in sentence structure is recommended to elevate the English quality to the standard expected for a high-impact scholarly journal.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Critical Control Group is necessary to scientifically isolate the effect of the Alum+Benomyl treatment from the effect of the cold temperature.

· Statistical measures (Standard Deviation/Error) must be added to all quantitative data (e.g., TSS and shelf-life ranges). Statistical tests (e.g., ANOVA) are required to confirm the significance of the results between the treated, cold control, and ambient groups.

· Clearly state the active ingredient (a.i.) concentration and product name for the 1% Benomyl solution used.

· The precise definition of "shelf-life" must be provided (e.g., reaching color stage 5, 10% decay). The severity scale or method used to quantify rots and spots must also be detailed in the Methods section.
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