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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 
 

 
Please, write the main results in the abstract section. 
 
For physico-chemical measurements, please specify number of fruit used at each 
sampling. 
 
The manuscript needs extensive English editing. 

 
The conclusions section should be entirely rewritten. 
 
 
 

The main results have been described in the summary. 
 
They were: Lower values as to hue, chroma, soluble solids, titratable 
acidity, total sugar, reducing sugar and electrolyte extravasation were 
found for bananas harvested with 16 weeks. 
 
It was specified the number of fruits used in each sampling for the 
physical and chemical analyzes, which were measured in 4 fruits for the 
physical analyzes and for the chemical analyzes was a sample 
composed of the 4 fruits of the bouquet, in each repetition. 
 
The English revision was made. 
 
The conclusion has been rewritten. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 


