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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 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. In 2.2 1-MCP Application, delete “The cucumbers were randomly distributed into four 
lots: the first one was used for the control, the second one for MAP, the third one for 
aqueous 1-MCP and the fourth one for gaseous 1-MCP applications.” 

2. In 2.4 Weight and Firmness Loss, delete “color, total soluble solids (TSS), pH and 
titratable acidy (TA) measurement.” 

3. In 2.8 Chlorophyll Extraction, please provide the Manufacturer and model of centrifuge. 
4. In 3.2 Peel Color Changes, please check “in a* and * values”. 

1. Deleted 
2. Deleted 
3. Added 
4. b added 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
1. In references, the references cited by authors are too old. Some latest references 

should be cited into manuscript. 

There are no recent literatures about aqueous 1-MCP except one in which 
first author authored which was not added since it is not related.    
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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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