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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 
 

- Use more up-to-date references. In “varietal review” part there are old one. 
- In part of “Studies based on phenotypic characteristics and growth 

requirements”, the sentences consider again. Many alphabetic and 
grammatic errors has been identified. Italic format for scientific names has 
not done and so on. 

- Essential changes in all of parts is needed.  
- All of references check again and if needed other changes apply. Some are 

as abbreviation, some are incomplete, some are written in parenthesis, and 
so on.  

- Name of journals should be written complete, although it has not seen in this 
article. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
- It is important all references have range of format and write depend on year 

or name order. In part of “review based on genetic variability” this order has 
not done. Please write them correctly. 
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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