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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. The research work is important for scientific community 
 
 
 

2. Title may be changed. Suggested in corrected manuscript. 
 

3. Corrections given in manuscript. 
 

4. Appropriate 
 

5. There is no mention regarding statistical analysis in the document. Only mean value 
is given in the table without CD, CV or SEm. If these values are added and compared 
statistically then only results are valid and comparable between treatments. 
 

6. Recent literature on the study are missing. There are so many and easily available to 
enlist here. 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
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Results should be on statistical analysis. Discussion to be rewritten with recent literature on 
macropropagation. Materials and methods need clarification especially on how they arrived 
at observation on total suckers. Sentences should be written in the past and in many places 
sentence construction need to be corrected. 
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