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Compulsory REVISION comments
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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) Suggestion: revise to Effect of edible coating on physico-chemical characteristics of

papaya (Carica papaya L.) at ambient conditions

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title) No, should briefly include all results and not generalized it
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Yes
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? Yes, but should clearly write details of each sample analysis: TSS value,determination
of vitamin C content and titrable acidity and in organoleptic analysis (state also how you determine
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? the score for taste, texture, colour, appearance and overall acceptability, as it is not clear the

recorded values indicate of what?
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of

additional references, please mention in the review form. Some references are too old, if possible refer to the recent 5 years references
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide Discussion: some statement were not supported by the data, it might misleading to the result
additional suggestions/comments) interpretation.
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