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Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Abstract needs sentence construction in good flow 
 
Page 1; line 25 
East Asian passiflora virus 
Page 1; line 27 
the four or more of the passionfruit viruses reported in elsewhere are present in Rwanda 
Page 2; line 50 
-20⁰C 
Page 2; line 69 
and completed to 20 μl with sterile distilled water. 
and volume makeup to 20 μl using sterile distilled water 
 
Table 1: 
Fragment 
DNA amplification size  
 
Page 3 line 78 
By using 
 
Page 7 line 149 
100% bootstrap 
 
Page 8 line 166 
 
CABMV and CMV were not present (?) 
 
No DNA image  or RNA image added 
 
amplified DNA image should be included in manuscript 
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No DNA image  or RNA image added 
 
No amplified DNA image in article 
 
Abstract content is good but needs to rewrite in flow 
Introduction information covered 
Results are written well 
Good discussion 
Overall good work 
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