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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 
 

The grammar of the manuscript should be improved 
considerately, due to demerits study quality.  
The introduction should include studies related with the 
papaya morphologically characterization, such as 
Ocampo et al. (2005). Likewise, it is necessary to include 
a table in the section Material and Method that shown the 
origin of accessions and indicating the sex type (female, 
male or hermaphrodite) of each plant characterized. 
Discriminant analysis should be excluded, because not is 
relevant to explain the results. On the contrary, it should 
include a figure with component 1 and 2 showing the 
distribution of accessions in a principal plane. Finally, all 
observations are includes is the file attached. 

I have excluded discriminant analysis. I have 
included Ocampo et al. (2005) in the 
discussion but not in the introduction. For the 
sex type, the papaya accessions were 
hermaphrodite and it has been stated in the 
materials and methods. I have also included a 
figure with component 1 and 2 of the principal 
component scores showing the distribution of 
accessions in a principal plane and the 
possible explanations. 
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