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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 
 

 
 An interesting and beneficial study to the “growing of papaya” where Brazil is one of the largest producers in 

the world 
 Add on the writing on the need and purpose of conducting the study.  
 A relatively brief conclusion, need to explain how the results can be used from this study by various 

stakeholders and also how it can mitigate the current research gap 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 No clear and detail indication on the current research gap in the country except for the sentence “In Brazil, 

climatic conditions are favorable for its economic exploitation and high productivity, making the country stand 
out as the third largest producer of papaya in the world” 

 Explain in more detail on the process of the study is conducted 
 Do interpret the results obtained based on the figures/charts/ graphs provided instead of reporting. Interpret it 

to make it easier for mass audience to read and understand the charts/ results. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 An interesting and beneficial study, but there is a need to explain in more detail the process of conducting the 

study as well as the purpose for this study to be conducted in the chosen country/countries. 
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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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