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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 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

Yes  
 
To some extent. I am suggesting some modification as:  
Impact of the interaction between Meloidogyne javanica and Fusarium oxysporum on the okra 
plantation 
 
Yes  
 
Yes  
 
To some extent 
 
Yes  
 
This manuscript is important to whom works in this field. Many MAJOR corrections needed before 
its accepting for publication. 
 

- The title needs some modification as shown in the attached corrected version. 
- The author forget to point out the aim of this work. Please revise and overcome this 

mistake.  
- This research deals with one season, while any fieldwork needs at least 2 successive 

season for confirm the obtained results.  
- The author forget to explain which method of analysis he/she used and the name and the 

version of the statistical package used, supported with the references. 
- The author in section “ No. of egg masses/plant “ used another font style and size. Please 

revise it.  
- The author in presenting the obtained results repeating the same sentences in all items, as 

he/she write a Theses, but not a scientific paper, subsequently, it needs to rewritten with 
suitable manner. 

- In addition, the author did not refer his results to any table, on one side, and on the other 
side, the author did not confirmed his written with the statistical analysis that was obtained. 

- The presented tables must be corrected and modified as shown in the corrected form, by 
adding: “±SE” after each mean value accompanied with its significant letter(s), F-values 
with its significant stats, P-values, and the footnote for each table. 

- References must be numbered and arranged them as they first appearance in the text, as 
the Journal Policy. In figure (1): The length (cm) and the weight (g) could be accepted as 
measures in one scale. It should be 2 scales: the 1

st
 one for measuring the length (cm), 

while for measuring the weight (g). please correct the graph. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
To some extent 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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) 
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