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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 
 

 
1. The study is done around 14 years back. In these 14 years the climatic or 

environmental conditions may vary which might affect the juice production 
and physiological profile of the grapes. It is extremely relevant to repeat the 
study under current environmental condition. 

2. The methods have not been described in details. The methods should be 
discussed under separate sub headings in method section. 

3. Citations are required in the introduction section. 
4. Pictures of the varieties studied should be given. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. The manuscript needs to be formatted technically. There are differences in fonts, 

character spacing etc.  
2. For toehr corrections please check the comment boxes. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Data of the manuscript is quite old. Such an old data is not suitable for publication unless 
the experiment / study is repeated under present condition. Though the language and 
presentation of this manuscript is satisfactory but the old data disqualifies it for further 
publication.  
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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