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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)

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

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)

Part One:

1- The manuscript does not contain pictures and symptoms indicating the
aforementioned disease or the success of the experiments.

2- Unfortunately, the results do not indicate appropriate action as PCR tests.

3- Thefirst impression that came to me was that it was written work and not actual
work.

4- Also, research effects should focus on Studies on phyllody disease of sesame like
as Symptomatology and transmission.

5- The author has to update the introduction.

The title of a manuscript may be
Control of Sesame Phyllody Disease in East-Central Rajasthan

The abstract includes what was written or done

Simply assessing that the paper “feels right” or ’makes sense” in no way validates the
results.

5- Research authors need more and more training in writing

6- The used references especially in the introduction part are somewhat old, but there are
more recent ones, such as:

1) De Falco B., Amato M., Lanzotti V. Chia seeds products: An overview. Phytochem.
Rev. 2017;16:745-760. doi: 10.1007/s11101-017-9511-7.

2) Khalid W., Arshad M.S., Aziz A., Rahim M.A., Qaisrani T.B., Afzal F. Chia seeds
(Salvia hispanica L.): A therapeutic weapon in metabolic disorders. Food Sci. Nutr.
2023;11:3-16. doi: 10.1002/fsn3.3035

Minor REVISION comments

1.

Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

Possible for beginners in writing scientific research

Optional/General comments

Nothing special, just check some papers that have used the same methodology as you have.

One of the most common phytoplasma identification methods is based on nested
amplification of the 1,800 bp region of the 16Sr using P1 and P7 primers, followed by
amplification of a 1,200 bp fragment with R16F2n and R16R2 primers (Mokbel et al., 2013;
EL-Bannaet al., 2015).

References need to be reviewed according to the research of the esteemed journal.
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PART 2:

Reviewer’'s comment I/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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