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PART 1:    
Journal Name:  Journal of Experimental Agriculture International 
Manuscript Number: Ms_JEAI_43852 
Title of the Manuscript:  

Influence of different coatings and storage temperatures in the quality guava powder-crop 

New title: 
Influence of different coatings and storage temperatures in the quality guava post harvest  

Type of  Article: 
Original Research Article 

  
PART 2:  
FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments 
TOPIC: Suggested title “Influence of different coatings and storage temperatures on 
postharvest quality and shelf life of guava fruits” 
 
ABSTRACT: Authors need to polish words and sentences. There are grammatical errors. 
 
INTRODUCTION: The same previous grammatical errors that could not make reader 
understand the information therein still retained in this section. 
 
MATERIALS AND METHODS: In line 47, I had notified previously that it was incorrect to 
write it as “MATERIAL AND METHODS” but as “MATERIALS AND METHODS”.  Tenses 
are not ok.  I don’t think that authors have done thorough work concerning this.  
Line 80 “....0, 01 g...” be corrected. 
 
 RESULTS AND DISCUSSION: Concerning Tables, authors are referred to the previous 
comments. 
For instance in line 292-295, “[6] to the evaluate the covering of guavas with protein 
films…..” There are still a lot unvisited by authors. 
 
CONCLUSION: Authors need to polish grammar here too.  

I title was it modified in agreement with the reviewer's suggestion. 
 
 
 
 
The grammar and English of the manuscript was corrected by a specialized company, 
being the capable work the publication. 
 
 
All of the grammatical mistakes that you/they hindered the reading of the manuscript 
was properly corrected by the specialized campany in translation 
 
 
 
The term material and methods were corrected and modified by materials and methods 
 
The term 0,01g were corrected 0.01 
 
 
The results were corrected according to the reviewers' suggestion 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 


