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PART 1: Comments

Reviewer's comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Please write a few sentences regarding the
importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

Pancovia laurentii is an underutilized fruit and most of the research wasnot done in fruit
physiology and fruit biochemistry.

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

No. Suitable title is “Variation in total sugar and soluble protein content during ripening of

Pancovia laurentii fruit”

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some
points in this section? Please write your
suggestions here.

Abstract is comprehensive

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

Yes scientifically written.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form.

1. No. add 10-15 references from past 10 years to support results. But references should be
arranged according to journal format only.
Sample
Hilly, M., Adams, M. L., & Nelson, S. C. (2002). A study of digit fusion in the mouse embryo. Clinical
and Experimental Allergy, 32(4), 489-498.
2. Some of the references marked in yellow did not match with citation. Those references
should be corrected.

Is the language/English quality of the article
suitable for scholarly communications?

No. The authors have to rewrite the manuscript in simple correct English Language and submit revised
manuscript at the earliest. If authors are from non-native English speaking country, they can take help
of a person who is well versed with English.

Optional/General comments

PLEASE SEE ATTACHMENT
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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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