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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

The Manuscript entitled “Pulp browning and bioactive compounds in
fruits from peach trees grafted on different rootstocks” is of interest to
evaluate the relation between the rootstock and the quality of fruits after
cold storage and how it influences pulp browning and bioactive
compounds.

The MS is scientifically defensible. The integral text was well written,
but some paragraphs in the methodology section (2.1 Location and
climatic conditions and 2.2, Treatments and experimental design, and
2.3 Traits evaluated) were copy past from the following study:

Farias Barreto, C., Batalha Moreno Kirins, M., Santos da Silva, P., Radmann Schiavon, C., Valmor
Rombaldi, C., Barbosa Malgarim, M., & Fachinello, J. C. (2017). Agronomic performance of the
Maciel peach with different rootstocks. Semina: Ciéncias Agrarias, 38(3).

In this context the text must be original. Additionally, the authors must
discuss the results and compare with other new and relevant references.

In this case, | recommend some modifications

The writing of the text was modified. And it is in yellow letters the
modifications in the text.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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