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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
T  

1. The topic should read characterization of crown rot disease of banana fruit 
and eco-friendly quality improvement approach during storage. 

2. The abstract should have two lines of introduction. 
3. The study design used in the experiment is incorrect. The design should be a 

factorial one. Please bring out the factors and treatment combinations and 
write a concise experimental design. 

4. The abstract is devoid of result please write the result with figures in the 
abstract. 

5. There are many gaps in the materials and methods. The methods are shallow 
you must give full details of all the procedures in the materials and methods 
and not a summary. Rewrite this section again giving full details. 

6. Figure 1 should come under materials and methods and not results. 
7. The results section shows figures for biochemical test but the procedures on 

how these tests were carried out did not reflect in the materials and methods. 
Please write out a full procedure on how the tests were conducted. 

8. Please write out how TSS, TTA, AS were conducted. 
9. Arrange the manuscript according to journal specifications. 
10. Make compulsory grammatical corrections in the entire manuscript.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The materials and methods are too shallow. Please, be more detailed. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Good work by authors but the manuscript needs to be detailed toenhance understanding. 
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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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