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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

Title suggested: Assessment of passion fruit trees genotypes in terms of fruit
quality and yields in Rio Grande do Sol - Brazil.

Abstract

Check conclusion part, word in was repeated twice. use show instead of the word
present.

Grammar

Check spelling of the word “pulp” all over your work (e.g. on line 225)

Line 76, Use In total, instead of totaled.

Line 189, in terms of what parameter Urussanga cultivar was better for?
Line 191: Check punctuation there is a loose ‘s’

Line 223 is very broad.

Conclusion

Support the first conclusion. Based on what?

There are no significant differences among BRS and catarina cultivars in terms of
fruit mass, fruit length, fruit diameter and puld yield.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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