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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable?
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1. Yes. It provided a sound perspective about the genetic engineering tools

available to improve crop production.

2. Yes. Although the “revolutionary” term is a bit exaggerated. Some

technologies have been available for quite a while.
3. Yes. Neither to long, nor too short.

4. Yes. Adequate and comprehensive to support the article.
5. Yes. The detailed descriptions are straight to the point and are adequately

introduced and described.

6. Yes. The provided references are sufficient. If readers want more
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Yes.
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It's an inspiring perspective of how technology can find solutions to feeding an

overpopulated planet.
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