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Compulsory REVISION comments   

Minor REVISION comments 

 
Cucumber Latin name should be corrected in the 
titles of the tables and the manuscript. Also, 
changing of the key words should be considered, 
as they are the same as the words used in the title 
of the work. 

The Latin name of cucumber; Cucumis sativus is 

correct according to Google Search. The key 

words have been changed in the corrected 

manuscript. 

Optional/General comments 

 
The authors properly presented the subject matter 
of their work and also motivated its importance. 
The goal was clearly stated. The scientific 
experiment does not raise doubts. The statistical 
method was correctly chosen and used. The 
symbols and units of the analyzed  physiological  
indices are employed correctly. 
The results were shown in a suitable way and 
described precisely enough. The goal of the work 
was attained. The tables are built correctly. 

Thank you for the critical review of the 

manuscript and your comments. 

 

 

 


