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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. Yes (The jamun fruit is gaining popularity off late due to its potential health benefits 

as a result there is significant increase in the acreage of the fruit. Even today we are 
depended on the traditional cultivars which are of poor yielder. Hence, research work 
on the crop improvement through selection plays a very important role in selecting 
the superior genotypes. Hence, present study is having significance to the present 
consumer demand) 
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Apart from this, some of the corrections/modifications are suggested in the text in the form 
of track change and the same may be attended.  
 

 

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