
 

Review Form 1.7 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)  

 

Journal Name: International Journal of Environment and Climate Change   

Manuscript Number: Ms_IJECC_110952 

Title of the Manuscript:  
PHYSIOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT OF TEMPERATURE STRESS TOLERANCE IN SELECTIVELY FERTILZED COCONUT HYBRIDS 

Type of the Article Original Research Article 

 
 

 
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, this research is crucial for scientific community as it contributes valuable insights into 
enhancing coconut cultivation resilience, addressing environmental challenges, and 
potentially improving crop yields in the face of changing climatic conditions. 
 
Yes, the title is appropriate. 
 
Yes 
 
 
Statistical analysis subsection is missing in the manuscript. Please add this after protein 
estimation (materials and methods) 
 
The introduction section lacks objectives of the study. The authors must mention the 
objectives clearly. Further, figure 1 caption must include the full form of WCT, KSSF, KGSF, 
KS and KG. 
 

 

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

communications? 
 

Yes. However, few grammatical errors should be corrected: 
1. ‘Focussed’ should be replaced by focused 
2. ‘Experiment were’ should be replaced by ‘experiment was’ 
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