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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments

1) Page 1 Keywords:...... , chlorophyll and pulp} change to :...... , chlorophyll and pulp]
2) Conclusion: Authors should write more details about the application of 1-MCP with
packaging to all three ripening stages of two plantains gave the same or difference
responses.

3) Page 15 Reference number 10 Kandungan...... (Mangifera Indica change to

...... (Mangifera indica

4) Page 15 Reference number 18 no page number?

5) Page 15 Reference number 21 (Persea americana change to (Persea Americana
6) Page 15 Reference number 32 (Carica papaya change to Carica papaya

7) Page 15 Reference number 32 there is no detail about this reference

Optional/General comments

Page 4: Since Fig 1 to Fig 3, why X-axis or Time (Days) the recording times are not the
same?

Page 12, Fig 13: the results are conflict with Fig 9. From Fig 9 indicated that NoP gave the
minimal fruit firmness but Fig 13, NoP remained the maximal pulp firmness?.Authors
should discussion in this section.

PART 2:

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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