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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 
 

Comment 1: Statement made under Abstract “The results obtained show that for slices of 
papaya 1 cm thick dry less quickly than that of 0.5 cm thickness” is confusing if you see 
Fig. 5. 
Comment 2: Figure 1 caption is there in the text, however Figure is missing. 
Comment 3: Third form should be avoided in the technical report e.g.  (We conducted our 
experimental work in an indirect solar dryer in natural)” Abstract line 3 and “We followed the 
evolution of the temperature from the inlet to the outlet of the sensor and that of the drying 
chamber as a function of time and sunshine) Result  line 2. 
Comment 4: Thickness of papaya slices should be optimized considering the cost of 
making slice. Drying duration is an important parameter, which will depend on Thickness of 
papaya slices. 
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