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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments

The article entitled “Physical-chemical characteristics of different banana genotypes in Nagaland, has as main

objective, to evaluate the physical-chemical characteristics of 10 banana genotypes selected from Nagaland. In this

sense, the present work, according to its results, showed evidence of great variation between the different banana

genotypes in their physicochemical characteristics. Where the maximum total soluble solids, acidity, total sugar and

sugar reduction were found in Bhootmanohar, Chinichampa, Grand Naine and Meiteihei, respectively. The highest

proportion of TSS/Acid, crude protein and total carotene were obtained in Bhootmanohar, Grand Naine and

Bharatmani, respectively. Cluster analysis of the mean of different physicochemical characteristics revealed two

large clusters and one outgroup; Thus demonstrating the great importance of this study, in the identification of the

physicochemical characteristics of the evaluated cultivars, identifying those of greater market acceptability

according to their characteristics. As a final analysis, | am in favor of its publication.
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