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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) 
 

 
 
The article is enough informative - in terms of presenting new information and in consolidating 
background information.  

The title is appropriate and suitable for paper.  

The purpose is not clearly and concisely stated; also the Abstract and Keywords sections are relevant 
and adequate.  

The topic of this paper is relevant, timely, correct and interesting for readers of the journal. 
Results are discussed and interpreted in relation to other important bibliographic titles on the topic area of 
the study. Discussions are pertinent and they mention recommendations based on the findings of the 
present study. The discussion interpretations and conclusions are justified by the results of the study. 
The experimental and theoretical methods of multiplication of Dragon Fruit are described 
comprehensively. 
The bibliographic titles are recent and relevant for this article. References respect the journal's criteria 
(with minor mistakes in writing like brackets, space, dots and commas).  

 

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

communications? 
 

The paper is written in an understandable style. The language is fluent and accessible for all types of 
readers (specialists or common people).  
The adopted writing style is correlated with the purpose of explaining and communicating ideas, also 
engages with the intended audience. 
I suggest you to introducing some figures/images (2-3 minimum) for a better explanation of Dragon Fruit’ 
multiplication. Also, in my opinion, more images (you have only two figures in your manuscript) make the 
study more attractable for reader. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Considering the needs and interests of a typical reader, in my opinion this article is adequate and I 
recommend it for publication after minor revision. This study could contribute to the knowledge already 
published in this field.  
 
 

 

 
PART  2:  
 

 
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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