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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 
 

 

The introduction provides a good, generalized background of the topic but some important 

points have to be clarified.  

The key word ‘’State of knowledge’’ should be replace by some other word.  

Grammatical errors in the manuscript should be revised.  

Update the references and make sure half of the references are in are in recent 5 years. 

In result section the parameters of ripening stage should be define after table like PV, PJ 

etc.?? 
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Correction made 
 
Done revision 
 
Done 

Optional/General comments 
 

 

The paper is well written and thoroughly explained. Illustration of Table and figures are 

well define and structured.  

I would suggested that manuscript should be accepted with minor correction to produce a 

better framework of this study. 
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