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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

1. The topic should read “Effect of some packaging materials on shelf life and quality
attributes of ground pepper during storage”.

2. Please, kindly explain how you determined the thickness of the packaging materials you
used in the study stating clearly the instrument used.

3. Section 2.2.4 should read “isolation of moulds” not identification of moulds. Please, give
details on how the colonies were counted stating clearly the instrument used.

4. You have no experimental design for the experiment. Please, write out the experimental
design for the experiment.

5. What was the control in the experiment? The control will form the basis for comparism.

6. Shelf life must be one of the parameters evaluated in the study. What was the shelf life
of the packaged pepper compared to the unpackaged (control)? Please, state clearly.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Please, follow the referencing style recommended by the journal.

2. Please, make necessary grammatical corrections within the manuscript.

Optional/General comments

Good work by authors.
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper.
Kindly see the following link:

http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20
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