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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. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
- Yes, the manuscript is important to the scientific community. 

 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 
- Yes, the title fits the article. 

 
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
- Yes the summary is comprehensive. 

 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 
- Yes, they are appropriate. 
 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 
- Yes. 
 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional 

references, please mention in the review form. 
- Yes. 

Seem: 
 
This is a work that explores “The Impact of Biotechnology on Mango Enhancement: Exploring 
Genetic Engineering and Molecular Markers”. 
The topic is quite interesting and relevant. 
A very well written and easy to use article. 
I suggest publication after corrections: 
 
1 - Introduction: I missed references in several paragraphs of the introduction and in the whole 
article, all paragraphs must be properly referenced because if it was not the author who wrote it, it 
ends up being plagiarism. 
The last paragraph puts in a few words only the justification of the study. 
 
2 - Tables: All figures in the text must be referenced, including tables, even if they are authored by 
the author. 
 
3 - In conclusion, write a paragraph with suggestions for future work. 
 
4 - In the references, cite articles already published in the International Journal of Environment and 
Climate Change related in some way to the subject of your work. 
 

 

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

communications? 
 

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications? 
- Yes 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Hello Mr. Editor 
 
In my opinion it is a very well written, interesting and relevant article. 
 
I proposed to the author some corrections before publication. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 
Name: Tatielly Kruk 
Department, University & Country Federal University of Paraná,  UFPR Hospital Complex of Clinics, Brazil 

 


