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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 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Abstract: Recommendations are missing 
Materials and methods: How many papaya seedlings were used per treatment? 
Fig. 4: Response surface for of leaves (A)......? Something is wrong 
Conclusion: Recommendations are missing 
Acknowledgement: Missing 
References: Nos. 1,8,12,13,15,16,17,19,20 and 22 are in Portuguese but should be 
written in English. 

The amount of plants per treatment is present in the text. Where he says that 
5 repetitions were used and each repetition had 3 plants, totaling 15 plants 
per treatment. 
 
 
The other issues were corrected in the text 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The paper is of good quality and should be published after the minor corrections 
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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) 
 
 

 
there are no ethical issues in this manuscript 
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