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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 study is interesting with many analyses which reflect the nutritional composition of ripe pumpkin 
fruit.   
However, I suggest that in addition to the bibliographic reference number, the name of the author 
and year be written, where appropriate ... for example to RESULTS and DISCUSSIONS, 
3.1.Moisture : The values analyzed are in the range given by 19]  for pumpkin fruit, lower than the 
result of [8], higher than the observations of [20] and almost similar to the data of [21] for fruit. 
Should be completed as follows: 
The values analyzed are in the range given by Karanja JK, 2014  [19] for pumpkin fruit, lower than 
the result of Dhiman AK et al., 2017 [8], higher than the observations of Dhiman AK, et al., 2018a 
[20] and almost similar to the data of Dhiman AK, et al., 2020 [21] for fruit. 
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