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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 provides an important contribution to the scientific community by addressing the critical issue of nitrite toxicity in hydroponically grown Lactuca sativa L., a widely consumed leafy vegetable. By systematically analyzing post-harvest changes under different temperature conditions, the study offers valuable insights into the biochemical and microbiological mechanisms that drive nitrite accumulation, which has direct implications for food safety and public health.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I recommend :” Assessment of Nitrite Toxicity in Hydroponically Cultivated Lettuce (Lactuca sativa L.) during Post-Harvest 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.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents relevant experimental work; however, several aspects require careful revision to meet publication standards.

First, there are multiple formatting and grammatical inconsistencies throughout the text. For example, figure citations should be written with a space (e.g., “Fig. 1” instead of “Fig.1”), and reference ranges should follow standard notation (e.g., “[1–3]” instead of “[1.2.3]” and “[10–13]” instead of “[10,11,12,13]”). These issues should be corrected consistently across the entire manuscript.

The caption of Figure 1 should also be revised for clarity and correctness. It is recommended to use the form: “Fig. 1. Lettuce plants (Lactuca sativa L.) grown hydroponically.” Similar improvements should be applied to all figure and table captions to ensure clarity and scientific style.

All equations must be properly formatted using a mathematical editor, numbered sequentially, and referenced appropriately in the text. Additionally, subscripts and chemical notation should be written correctly (e.g., proper formatting for expressions such as NO₂ and related parameters), following standard scientific conventions.

Section II.2 (Analytical Methods) requires substantial rewriting to improve clarity, structure, and scientific rigor. The methodology should be described in a more precise and reproducible manner, including details on analytical procedures, instrumentation, and validation.

The manuscript would benefit from thorough linguistic revision by a native English speaker, as there are numerous grammatical and stylistic issues that affect readability.

The scientific content could also be strengthened by expanding the discussion with additional data interpretation, comparisons with existing literature, and deeper analysis of the results.

The authors should strictly follow the journal’s “Guide for Authors” in formatting section titles, subsections, references, figures, and overall manuscript structure to ensure consistency and compliance with publication requirements.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I recommend to be inserted the following references:

1) Ţălu Ș. (2024).”Insights on hydroponic systems: understanding consumer attitudes in the cultivation of hydroponically grown fruits and vegetables”. HIDRAULICA, 1: 56-67.


	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript needs a major revision.
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