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The writing skill needs to be improved. Pass through the
text and check it for possible necessary modifications.

Add a figure of Chayote and slices to the manuscript.

The equation 4 doesn’t exist. Modify the equations
numbers.5to4,6to 5 and ....

Some of the coefficients are explained through the text and
some others in Nomenclature. Explain all either in text or in
Nomenclature.

In Fig.1 only data points are shown. Show the curves of the
fitted models or at least the best model to show how the
model fits to the experimental data points.

In Fig.3, The line doesn’t make any sense. The line must be
a outcome of a model. Only show the data points.

Some more modifications:

The following modifications in the text are suggested:
Line 80-82: add the reference.

Line 90: What is the reason for selection of 65°C for drying
temperature?

Line 95: “until constant weight loss”, This is not true
because it happens at constant drying rate. Authors would
change it to “until the weight was constant” which means
equilibrium moisture content (Me).

Lines 102-103: The unit is for all (Mt, M, and Me), so move
it to the end of the sentence.

Line 177: Change “Handerson” to Henderson”.

Line 222: Change “2010” to “(2010)”. The same in lines

Created by: EA

Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO

Version: 1.6 (2™ June, 2012)




SCIENCEDOMAIN international

WWW.Sciancedomain.org

SDI Review Form 1.6

227,232 and 236.

Line 240: “Henderson Pabis” to “Henderson and Pabis”.
Line 482: the caption is not self explanatory. At least add
the name of the crop and drying temperature. The same for
Fig. 2 and Fig. 3.

v" Fig. 1 and Fig. 3: Move the legends into the graph.

v" Fig.2: in vertical axes: delete the word “Percentage”.
v
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Minor REVISION

comments Suggested modifications.

> Replace “x2” instead of “X2” for Chi square.(in Whole test)

> Line 74: Replications of the test for initial moisture content is
not mentioned.

»> Line 81: Is that distilled water or?

»> Line 82: “excess water drained”, How, using tissues or?

» Line 83: Which kind of salt? You have written something
about NaCl in Line 210. You should mention it here.

> Line 84: No need the decimals when you want give the room
temperature, “about 28°C” is enough because the
temperature of a room is changing time to time and location
to location. The same in lines 144 and 492.

> Lines 116, 117: keep “Exp-Pre” for both equations. Of course
the outcome will be the same. But it's better to be unique.

» Line 132: replace “raw” with “fresh”

Optional /General
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