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	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 study contributes practical information on the use of refrigerated storage combined with chemical treatments to extend shelf life, an essential aspect for reducing losses along the supply chain. By presenting evidence on safe and effective storage conditions, the work can support producers, technicians, and researchers in adopting more efficient postharvest management strategies. Thus, the article has the potential to generate a positive impact both in the scientific field and in practical application within the agricultural sector.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is correct and suitable.
	

	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 not fully comprehensive. While it provides the main findings and storage conditions, it lacks essential details of the experimental design, such as the number of replicates, the experimental layout, and the type of statistical analysis performed. Including this information would make the abstract more scientifically robust and transparent, allowing readers to better assess the reliability and validity of the results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript lacks a clear experimental design, including information on the number of replicates, the layout of the experiment, and the statistical analysis performed. Without these details, the scientific robustness of the study is compromised.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In my opinion, another major problem of this manuscript is the reference list. Most of the cited works are very old, dating back to the 1990s and early 2000s, with only a few publications from the last five years. It is essential to update the literature review with recent studies to demonstrate the novelty, scientific relevance, and alignment with the current state of research.


	

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


	A complete revision of the text by a professional or native English speaker is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript deals with an important crop and topic; however, it lacks a clear experimental design, including the number of replicates and statistical analysis. In addition, most of the references are very old and not sufficient to support the study, and the English language requires major revision. These serious weaknesses compromise the scientific validity of the work. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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