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Major comments 

1. The grammar (English) of the manuscript 
needs substantial improvement. 

2. The manuscript seems more like a laboratory 
report compared to a journal article. 

3. The results and discussion section need to 
be improved and the results obtained in this 
study compared to other previous studies on 
Sapota. 

4. A correlation analysis should be carried out 
to determine how the measured parameters 
influence each other. 

5. The data presented as appendix can be 
omitted from the manuscript. 

6. It is not enough to state that a significant 
difference in a parameter was observed 
between the different varieties of Sapota, an 
explanation should be given for why this 
difference. 

 
Other comments: 

 
1. In the abstract, symbols like G3 and G2 were 

used although these symbols have not been 
defined 

2. Line 20 needs revising: ‘Based on the most of 
all physicochemical properties G3 was better 
than the other germplasm/varities. G1, G2, V9 
and V10 are also a good source of important 
compositions than the others’…. Should read… 
Comparing the different varieties studied, G1, G2, 
V9 and V10 can served as good sources of 
phytochemicals.t compositions than the others 

3. Line 31 needs revising: From late October to 
late November it is usually available in our 
country. Should read… In Bangladesh …. The 
fruits are usually available from late October to 
late November 
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4. Lines 32-33 need revising 
5. Line 34: ‘in it’ should be deleted 
6. Lines 41-42 needs revision 
7. Line 63: ‘so’ should be deleted 
8. Line 79: ‘taken’ should be replaced with 

measure 
9. Line 80: ‘sensitive to 10 g’ should be deleted 
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