

Review Form 3
	

	Book Name:
	Food Science and Agriculture: Research Highlights

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_BPR_7034

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Physicochemical and Nutritional Indicators for Determining Harvest Maturity in Cucumis melo Varieties

	Type of the Article
	Book Chapter




 


Special note:

A research paper already published in a journal can be published as a Book Chapter in an expanded form with proper copyright approval. 
Source Article: 

This chapter is an extended version of the article published by the same author(s) in the following journal. 

European Journal of Nutrition & Food Safety, 16(7): 348-361, 2024.
DOI: https://doi.org/10.9734/ejnfs/2024/v16i71485 




	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The manuscript gives significant information on the alterations in physicochemical and nutritional properties of the Cucumis melo varieties during ripening and fruit development. Knowing these changes is crucial in determining the best harvest maturity that could enhance the quality of fruits, their shelf life as well as marketability. The results can be useful to the horticultural researchers, physiologists of fruits, and farmers by providing scientific foundation to harvest management and postharvest handling. Also, this study provides value to the overall understanding of fruit physiology and quality evaluation that can be applied in academic research and in the practical use of the fruit industry.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	
Yes, the title is accurate and applicable in the manuscript.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	Yes, the abstract is in general very comprehensive because it describes the purpose, procedure, most important findings and conclusions of the work. It explicitly states which varieties were studied, at which developmental stages, what are the primary physicochemical and nutritional parameters analyzed, and what are the main findings on how the best harvest maturity should be. Recommendations on how to improve: Make important findings quantitative - The one example would be to add some specific values to the ultimate firmness, TSS, or total protein. Streamline technical information - It consists of some of the methodological information (such as fruits harvested at five developmental stages); these may be condensed to make the abstract as brief as possible. On the whole, the abstract is informative, however it can be made a bit more concise and clear.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The experiment employs adequate procedures to investigate how the quality and nutrition of Cucumis melo vary during the various ripening periods. The study is properly designed with definite measurements and statistical study. The findings are rational and the discussion is clear on the findings. On the whole, science in the manuscript is good.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, I checked and the references are sufficient and recent.

	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	

Yes, the language and English quality are suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical and typographical corrections may further enhance clarity.


	

	Optional/General comments

	



	















	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)

No, there are no apparent ethical issues in this manuscript.
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