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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 
 

 

 You may need to rewrite the title so that it captures the gist of your study. Suggestion for the title would be 
"Biological control of Puccinia calcitrapae in Centaurea iberica in South Western Kandahar, Afghanistan" 

 The study you carried out and what you found out needs to be described in the abstract. You may need to 
summarise the background information in order to be within the recommended word count 

 Describe how you infected the C. iberica plants with Puccinia in the Materials and Methods section before you 
describe the symptoms on the leaves of C. iberica in the Results section 

 In the Results section, describe what you found in your study i.e. what you observed under microscope and 
the size of what you measured. 

 In the Discussion section, describe what you observed and the measurements you made and compare this 
with what is found in the literature 

 The information highlighted in the manuscript should be taken to the Introduction section 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Small grammatical errors that can be corrected 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The manuscript has interesting information that is worthy of being shared with the general scientific community 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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