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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Eventhough the problem was well-stated, you could have written the introduction such that  
your readers woul appreciate the economic value of banana globally and then you narrow it 
to Brazil. trends What are the export,foreign exchange earnings of banana to Brazil or local 
producers, its contribution to Gross domestic product (GDP) and the major 
nutritional/antioxidants properties. This will attract more readings when the paper is 
published. 
 
 

Accepted corrections. they are in yellow on manuscript. thank you very much 

Optional/General comments 
 

Good manuscript.  
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