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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 
 

Page 1 Line 5 in Abstract: … a randomized complete design in …  
Page 2 Line 52: … the Prunus  persica (L.) …  
Page 2 Line 79: … entirely randomized complete design in …  
Page 4 Line 129: … from trees grafted …  
Page 4 Lines 154-155 in Table 2: Delete small letter “a” in the columns of Pulp firmness 
harvest date and 21+3 days since the means are not statistically important at 5% level. 
Indicate superscript as “ns” in “25.13” and “3.60”, and in Line 156: …0.05). ns: non 
significant. 
Page 4 Line 161: … the Okinawa rootstock …  
Page 5 Line 163: … both ‘Talismã’ and …  
Page 6 Line 241: … fruit (Physalis peruviana, L.) …  
 

 
All corrections were made to the text. 
 
In the table was placed for the variable firmness of pulp. 
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