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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) 
 

 
1. I commend the author for selecting such a unique and important topic for their 

research. The investigation into the effect of different training systems on the 
growth, yield, and quality of bottle gourd (Lagenaria siceraria L.) under Prayagraj 
Agro-climatic conditions holds significant relevance for the scientific community. By 
examining the effects of different training systems, the author's work has the 
potential to shed light on the most effective and efficient cultivation practices for 
bottle gourd in Prayagraj's specific agro-climatic conditions. This information can 
prove invaluable for researchers, agronomists, and farmers seeking to enhance their 
crop production and optimize the quality of bottle gourd. 

2. yes 
3. I have thoroughly reviewed the abstract and find it to be well-written and engaging. 

The abstract effectively summarizes the key points of the research, providing a clear 
overview of the study. The research topic is of great interest and holds significant 
value in the field. I recommend that the author to include a brief discussion on the 
different types/ treatments of training systems in the abstract section, employed in 
their study by highlighting the various training systems utilized, the abstract can 
provide readers with valuable insights into the methodology and experimental setup. 

4. Yes 
5. Yes 
6. I suggest the author to increase the reference section upto 25 in number. 

 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
 
I suggest the author to check the grammatical errors. 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The introduction part has a duplicate sentences where I have highlighted in the manuscript, so I 
suggest the author to go through it and delete the duplicate paragraphs and suggest the author to 
elaborate the introduction part to make the article more informative. 
I suggest the author to include the objective of the article in the introduction. 
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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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