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PART  2: 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 

 

 

Abstract: Long sentence: Suggest changing to something 

like: ”The post harvest . . . was tested using two types of 

plastic liners and two temperatures, 4oC and 10oC. The 

plastic liners were normally sealed  . . . .” 

 

Introduction: Use only one format for quotations, 

according to guide for authors. 

 

We followed almost all suggestions of this 

reviewer, and we improved the figures according 

to his suggestions. 

 

Done 

 

Done 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Line 43 and 44: Use USD if you are referring to the 

currency of the USA. 

 

Line 48: This leads to considering the possibilities of 

storing the product . . .  

 

Line 53: bagged in a safe and . . . 

 

Line 57: . . . 4 times higher prices than leaves attached to 

the stalk. 

 

Line 73 - 74: Fresh leaves, ready for consumption, were 

cut from the stalks of the crop. (delete additional “in” in 

line 74). 

 

Line 90:  for laboratory analysis. 

 

Lines 94 to 102: For decay level and chilling injury, “1” is 

best and “5” is the lowest mark. The opposite is true for 

dryness and yellowing.  I suggest changing it so that they 
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all follow the same marking. 

 

Lines100 to 102: Suggest you make this item 6. 

 

Line 111: . . . the highest weight loss . . .  

 

Line 112: . . . liners at 10oC 

 

Line 131: significant during . . . 

 

Line 167:  A decay level ranging from one to about 2.7 is 

hardly “almost zero” 

 

Line 204: use “advantage” in stead of “privilege”. 

 

Concerning the figures: 

 

- Try to avoid the coloured lines surrounding the 

bars. 

- I would suggest avoiding the letters above the bars, 

and just show the intervals as in figure 1. (And 

adjust the figure caption accordingly. 

 

 

Done 

 

Done 

 

Done 

 

Done 

 

Done 

 

 

Done 

 

 

 

Done 

 

We think that the letters is a good idea to show 

the significant difference of each parameter. So 

we allow ourselves to keep using the letters. 

Optional/General comments 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


