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

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The manuscript is accepted with minor changes. Only little errors were founded 
during the revision. Add requested information.  
 
Title: 
Is ok 
 
Abstract: 
Is ok, only write the country  
 
Introduction: 
Is shorter. Write the importance of papaya production in Brazil (yield, annual production, 
and production value). Also add information about effects of irrigation on papaya tree. 
One correction was done in the manuscript. 
 
Materials and methods: 
Line 48. Add the country (Brazil) 
Write the main agronomic characteristics of Rubi INCAPER papaya variety.  
Improve Figures 1 and 2. 
 
Results and discussion: 
Are ok. Tables are clears and adequate discussion of the results obtained. 
Line 178. Reference is Zuff or Zuffo ?. 
 
Conclusion: 
Is ok. 
 
References: 
Are ok. Only Line 315 reference Santiago AMP is lacking page number of journal. 
Line 269 one correction was done in the reference. 
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