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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) 

Yes, this manuscript scientifically important. 
 

 
- Specify the full name of the species in the title. 
- Another proposed title: “Evaluation of Tabernaemontana divaricata accessions for Loose 
Flower Production” 

 
- Clearly present the problem in the summary. 

Yes. 

The manuscript will be scientifically sound after incorporating reviewers' comments. 

 
- In total, 07 scientific references were cited and of which 05 references were published 
between 2008 and 2017 
- The author must specify the date of the 6th reference cited. 

 

 
INTRODUCTION 
- The introduction is very poor in references. 
- This paucity of citation of authors shows that the author of this study has not done enough 
scientific research. 
- The problem of this study is not clearly specified. 
- What is the problem that arises with this plant for this study to be done. 
- Clearly specify in the introduction the objective of this study. 
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
- The results obtained must be carefully discussed. 
- The size of the “Results and Discussions” part written shows that the author has not 
carried out much research on the work already carried out by other authors. 
- You must always cite the number of tables or figures in texts or comments before 
displaying them immediately afterwards. 
CONCLUSION 
- The conclusion figure must be deleted. 
- In the conclusion, it is simply necessary to summarize the results obtained and specify 
whether the desired objective is expected or not. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

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

communications? 

 

 
Yes. 

 

Optional/General comments   

 
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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