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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. lIs the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

Yes: The experiments were conducted for development of value added products of kiwi
using different varieties with different combinations but most part of the manuscripts like
Material and method is lacking of methods of dependent parameters and preparation is
needed more explanation of variables. Also, in results N discussion, the statistical data have
not interpreted with experimental results.

Yes

Yes: but it need some results of the works which is not reflecting in it.

Yes; but in results and discussion need much interpretation of data in different section

Yes, need more corrections/Modification

No: need addition and deletion

Minor REVISION comments

1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

Yes

Optional/General comments

Manuscript may be accepted after suggestion/modification/interpretation/correction

Explanation of the result is very poor, many references are not used in the content so need more
correction in the manuscript,

Introduction need more references for validation of the content

Material and method: it need more corrections as suggested

Results: It need more interpretation of experimental data with statistically
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