Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Biology & Biotechnology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JABB_154184

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Postharvest Chemical Treatments for Extending Shelf Life and Preserving Fruit Quality

	Type of the Article
	Review Article


	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.


	Literature reviews are extremely important, provided they meet the necessary rigorous standards. They not only highlight current trends but also identify the knowledge gaps that still need to be addressed through further research.

In the case of this study, the topic is of critical importance: postharvest management is a global issue. Today, we see millions of tons of food being wasted precisely because of the lack of proper and efficient postharvest handling.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is.
	

	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.


	Technically speaking, the content is accurate; however, it needs to be more concise. It is essential to elaborate on the data collection methodology, as this section is currently incomplete.

Furthermore, the research objective must be clearly stated in the abstract to ensure the reader understands the purpose of the study from the very beginning.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No, it isn't, although it has a lot of very good information; it's coherent, but the work needs to be better organized.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is simply not enough; there is still much room for improvement. There is a wealth of recent papers in the scientific community that have not been considered. It is imperative to update, refine, and incorporate these current references to strengthen the work.

Furthermore, it is necessary to delve deeper into the subject matter, as the current content lacks the depth required for a study of this caliber.
	

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


	Yes, it is. But the presentation of the paper needs improvement
	

	Optional/General comments


	It is imperative to include the research methodology, detailing how the data collection regarding postharvest chemical treatments was conducted. Furthermore, you must incorporate more examples, limitations, and recommendations, as well as the advantages and specific conditions for using these technologies. The draft still lacks a deeper discussion on biochemical pathways and fruit physiology. For instance, regarding the use of 1-MCP: while it maintains fruit firmness, do the dosages used affect bioactive compounds, such as volatiles? It is essential to connect metabolic pathways to the actual effect that chemical treatments have on the fruit.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Marcos Fabian Sanabria Franco, Universidad Nacional de Asunción, Paraguay

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

