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PART 1: Review Comments

Compulsory REVISION comments Reviewer’'s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that

part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Please write a few sentences regarding the
importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

This manuscript is important for plant breeding. The plant papaya important to work in it
because the fruit include high nutrient and vitamins. Physical and chemical mutagens need
short time for making variation in plants

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

The title not sutalie
Evolution of induced by physical and chemical mutagen on vegetative traits of papaya (Carica

papayal.)

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some
points in this section? Please write your
suggestions here.

The abstract of the article is comprehensive.

Found many Error in Gamma and EMS mutagen correct Gamma and or EMS. Errorin [T1, 5 Gy,
T2, 10 Gy, T3, 15 Gy, T4, 0.25% EMS, T5, 0.50% EMS, T6, 0.75% EMS, T7, 5 Gy+0.25% EMS, T8, 10
Gy+0.50% EMS, and T9, 15 Gy+0.75% EMS] | correct (T1, 5 Gy;- T2, 10 Gy;- T3, 15 Gy;-T4, 0.25%
EMS;- T5, 0.50% EMS:;- T6, 0.75% EMS;- T7, 5 Gy+0.25% EMS;- T8, 10 Gy+0.50% EMS, and or T9,
15 Gy+0.75% EMS). Error in EMS and (Gamma rays + EMS), 0.25% EMS and 5G+0.25EMS correct
EMS and or {Gamma rays + EMS), (0.25% EMS and or 5Gy+0.25%EMS). Error 0.50EMS
and10G+0.50EMS correct 0.50% EMS and or 10G+0.50% EMS.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

yes

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

The idea of manuscript good. Choice the plant for working is good. The substance mutagen is
suitable for this work

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form.

The reference is not sufficient in introduction and not recent
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Minor REVISION comments

Is the language/English quality of the article
suitable for scholarly communications?

Minor revision

- May be slandered the name of varity Coorg Honeydew or Coor Honey dew or Coor honey dew

- EMS is abbreviation for what may be wright the name of this component

- Gamma ray measured by Krad for that all treatments of gamma may be wright Krad or Kr in all

manuscript for ex. 5, 10 or 15Kr or Krad
- Inreview on result may be mention the name of the plant of this work

- For No. of leaves, stem grith, petiole length may be stated the unit of this parameter after the

data in all results for ex, (34.50, 29.33 leaf) , (39.43, 44.77 cm), (40.32, 36.58cm)
- Intitle table 1 and Fig 1 "seed germination percentage" stated percentage is error
- In all figure where the data of the years 2022-23 and2023-24

Effect of Gama, EMS and both (Gamma +EMS) on
coorg honey dew
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The color yellow and below Coor honey dew may be 2022-2023 and 2023-24.this in in all figure
- Inreferences
* Anonymous 2021 not found in ref.
* Mahadevamma M, Dinesh MR, Kumari VR, Shankarappa not found
* Singh in introduction Singh 2021. On result Sing 2008
*Smitha 2022 in manuscript Smith
Smitha and Hanur 2022 not found in manuscript

yes

Optional/General comments

All comments found in original manuscript with Wright of and Wright with red color

PART 2:

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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