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PART 1: Review Comments
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Compulsory REVISION comments | Abstract:
The results indicated ................ a declining trend.: Rewrite due to poor language

Introduction:
The bael fruit possesses laxative, cooling, and laxative effects as well as the capacity to treat constipation. : Rewrite
(Roy and Singh,1979a) : Not found in references
TSS (12.90B) : TSS (12.90Brix OR 12.90° B)
Materials and Methodology:
Author has not given the information regarding the genotypes and stages as he/she has write in results and discussion.
Super dioxide: super dioxide (s should be small).
Chemical estimation of bael cider : TSS was estimated : Author should write in full form of TSS i.e. Total soluble solids as the
sentence start.
Last line : ... of RFRAC Lucknow through the procedure mention in :Sentence is incomplete
Result and Discussion: Results and Discussion
The data arranged in table 1 : instead of table Table should be write.
Garg (2014) : Garg et al. (2014). Last line of results and discussion.
Conclusion: Very poor. Author should given the reason why the quality was good/bad with proper reasons, instead of write
particular month. He/She may correlate the results with the atmospheric condition.
Table 1:
As author has write in the results that The interaction impact between genotype and stage was found non-significant. But the
interaction effect was statistically significant. Because generally C.D. value is 2.5 to 3 time higher from S.Em.
Table-2 Chemical changes during the storage analysis of bael cider

Author has not indicate about the genotypes in the table

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

Discussion part is very poor
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