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CompulsoryREVIEW comments

Theme: Scientific-technological

Summary: The objective of the investigation is missing; the methodology and results show the conclusions of the study.

Keywords: The UNESCO THESAURUS is a universal glossary, which allows the location of the work and its

development in an adequate academic way. Agriculture — Vegetables — Vegetable product...
Introduction: The background, the problem is clear as its justification.

Materials and methods: The research environment is not described; the population selected as the randomized block

design is relevant. The method for data interpretation is not indicated.

Results and Discussion: The results are compared with those of other studies and this allows the findings to provide
new information on mechanical damage and hence the need for a new study to optimize these processes. This does
not indicate the writing but it would be good to mention it as a possible line of investigation.

Conclusions: In the absence of the objective of the investigation, it is not possible to measure this section. However,

according to the problem raised, it can be said that this contributes to the possible hypothesis raised.

Bibliographic references: The references are acceptable although it is suggested to be at least between 30 — 50

because they support the study. However, the requirement of the journal must be taken into account.

MinorREVIEW comments

| SUGGEST THE PUBLICATION OF THE ARTICLE BECAUSE OF ITS CONTRIBUTION TO RESEARCH IN THE
AGRICULTURAL FIELD. IN ADDITION, IT IS IMPORTANT TO TAKE INTO ACCOUNT THE SUGGESTIONS.

Optional/Generalcomments
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