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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

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


	This manuscript is important to emphasize the commercial and agricultural importance of Custard Apple. The need to address the short-life and post-harvest spoilage of Custard apple to improve cultivation and increase its production was emphasized clearly,  however, it could have been better if the biochemical changes, economic losses and consumer dissatisfaction were also emphasized to strenghen the significance of the studies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is short enough but captures the direction and results of the research
	

	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.


	The abstract is comprehensive enough but did not explicitly state the objectives.  Statistical treatment of the data was not mentioned which could have been important in validating the observed data
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, however, the research gaps such as what are missing in prior research should be highlighted to further strengthen  the need of the study (e.g. treatments, formulations, varietal response). The research design  was appropriate using well selected treatments. Literature   citations were well integrated and supportive of the   discussion of results and conclusions..  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Though there is  a set of references which were used to support the discussion, however,  there is   only one reference noted in the  last 5 years (Minz et al., 2023).  It is recommended that   more recent sources from the last 5–10 years on the use of nanomaterials ,  nanotechnology,  ethylene management and controlled environment be included. For additional references on Waxing technologies and wax coatings, you may consider the works of Devi et al., 2024, Pham et al., 2023, and Singh et al., 2024.


	

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


	There are some moderately grammatical issues in the article that need to be addressed. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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