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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 manuscript entitled, “Characterization and Diversity of Peppers (Capsicum spp.)
Genotypes Based on Morphological Traits Using Multivariate Analysis.”

General: The manuscript entitled, “Characterization and Diversity of Peppers (Capsicum
spp.) Genotypes Based on Morphological Traits Using Multivariate Analysis.” is an
important piece of work describing the characterization and genetic diversity of Peppers.
Importantly the authors have done excellent efforts. The literature review is thorough.
Tables were presented properly. | approve of it for publication after following minor revision
in the manuscript as below.

Comments:

1. Separate Results and Discussion
2. Follow reference pattern according to Journal.

3. Arrange keywords alphabetically.

Thanks for the suggestions.

1. We believe that by separating the results of the discussions can make the
reader's reading process a bit more confusing, since the biplot GT analysis
requires that the reader go back to the graphs for better understanding at all
time during the reading. Based on other experiences with this type of article,
we believe that it will facilitate the process of understanding. But, if it is
necessary to separate the results and discussions, we will do so in a future
suggestion.

2. We revised all the references and made adjustments when necessary.

3. Corrections made.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

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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