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	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 tackles a significant impediment in the agricultural supply chain: the shift from unreliable conventional ripening techniques to regulated, secure, and effective technologies. By creating and testing an automated ripening chamber, the authors give us a useful way to lower post-harvest losses and make climacteric fruits taste and smell better and more nutritious.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	· Yes, the title is clear, descriptive and accurately reflects the scope of the work.
	

	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 would be more impactful if it included specific quantitative results
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The manuscript talks about using a MQ5 sensor. The MQ5 is made to work with LPG, natural gas, and coal gas. An ethylene-specific sensor (like the MQ-131 or a specialized electrochemical sensor) or a CO2 sensor is more common for ripening fruit. The authors need to make it clear whether the MQ5 was used as a stand-in or if it was set up just for ethylene.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Yes. The manuscript includes 20 references, many of which are very recent (2020–2025)
· Ensure every reference listed is cited in the text, or remove unused ones.

· Double-check year accuracy (especially 2025 and 2026 references).

· Align formatting with a standard style (APA, MLA, or journal-specific).
	

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


	· Yes. The English is of a high scholarly standard
· There are a few minor formatting/typographical errors to address
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Inclusion of statistical significance (mean ± SD, p-values) to strengthen credibility.
· Figures are mentioned (e.g., Figure 6–8) but not described or analyzed in detail.

· Some headings are not aligned with standard academic formatting
· Include cost:benfit analysis report
· References are included but not always integrated into the discussion.
· Overall format should be rechecked as per journal guidelines
· Not all references listed at the end are cited in the main text, and vice versa

· Typographical errors should be rechecked (MATERIALS UTILIZES FOR FRUIT RIPENING CHAMBER” → should be “Materials Used for Fruit Ripening Chamber.”
· Follow the standard journal format to meet out the publication guidelines
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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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