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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 
 

 
 
The particular Manuscript about the quality evaluation of tomatoes stored in two types of 
evaporative coolers. This article is about the designing, constructing and testing of two 
types of brick burnt evaporative coolers.  
The article was well written. But it can be embollished with some changes. The abstract 
can be started with the objective the study or purpose or with one or two sentences as 
introduction to the study. In the methodology section, it better if the particular code 
numbers for AOAC methods used is mentioned. In the results and discussion section, 
before every table a brief description of thee table can be stated to maintain the connection 
while reading.  
These are some of my comments. Otherwise this Manuscript can be accepted. 
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