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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 
 

IN Abstract: 
“The abstract should be concise and informative. It should not exceed 300 words in length” 
This abstract have more than 400 words: 
I suggests 
1-  remove alls values  
2- “Maximum final perimeter, minimum reduction in perimeter, minimum percent reduction of perimeter and maximum 
percent retention of perimeter was observed in hot air oven drying with sand as embedding medium (T6)”  
Change for: 
“Maximum final perimeter, minimum reduction in perimeter, minimum reduction of perimeter and maximum retention of perimeter 
was observed in T6 drying treatment”. 
 Do not describe the methodology again. Correct all descriptions. 
IN Introduction 
The aim of this work was to standardize drying methods of Dahlia, Larkspur and China Aster and to evaluate storage 
methods of dried flowers of Dahlia, Larkspur and China Aster. 
IN Results and Discussion 
Table 4 
Correct: 
M1 Shade drying; M2 Shade drying with sand embedding; …. continue with the other descriptions 
“With respect to colour, texture, appearance and shattering of petals, significant differences were obtained in different 
methods of drying for Dahlia, Larkspur and China Aster” 
It mentions significant differences but the statistical test used is not described. Check. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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