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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) 2.4.2 PH change to 2.4.2 pH 
2) Please check the unit of  EC, authors wrote the unit of EC as ppm.  Are you sure?. 
3) Results of 3.3 TTA: Authors should add the unit of TTA, such as TTA (0.41%)….. 
4) Table 7: Please check the accuracy of an alphabet after the numbers, because there is 
only a. 
5) References 
   5.1: 1. ……of tomato (solanum lycopersicum L.) change to ……of tomato (Solanum 
lycopersicum L.) 
   5.2: 4………….Ghana journal…………….this reference lack of Volume (Issue): page 
number? Authors should write completely. 
   5.3: 15……… (Lycopersicon esculentum Mill.) change to ……… (Lycopersicon 
esculentum Mill.) 
   5.4: 20…………. this reference is incomplete writing. Authors should write more details. 
   5.5: 33…….American Society of Horticultural Science Journal,this reference lack of 
Volume (Issue): page number? Authors should write completely. 
 

pH changed. 
EC is ppm because the instrument used in measuring the EC was an 
Electrical Conductivity meter which is measured in PPM. 
Unit of TTA corrected and added. 
 
Table 7. The table is accurate. There was no significant different amongst 
them. 
 
All other corrections made and highlighted. 

Optional/General comments 
 

This manuscript is clearly written on the academic point for tomato postharvest.    
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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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
 
 

 


