
 

Journal Name: Asian Journal of Biotechnology and Genetic Engineering 

Manuscript Number: Ms_AJBGE_106006 

Title of the 
Manuscript: 

Evaluation of Genetic Diversity among CLCuD-Resistant Upland Cotton 
Varieties Using SSR Markers 

Type of the Article Original Research Article 

 
 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process: 
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack 
of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(https://www.journalajbge.com/index.php/AJBGE/editorial-policy ) 
 

 
PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if 
agreed with reviewer, 
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and highlight that part 
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Compulsory REVISION 
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• Is the manuscript 

important for scientific 
community? 

      (Please write few sentences 
on this manuscript) 
 
• Is the title of the article 

suitable? 
(If not please suggest an 
alternative title) 
 

• Is the abstract of the 
article comprehensive? 
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structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

 
• Do you think the 

manuscript is scientifically 
correct? 

 

 
 
1. Yes, It is very important to know about 
evaluation of genetic d among CLCuD-
resistant upland cotton varieties. 
 
2. The title of the article is appropriate. 
 
3.  The abstract of the article is 
comprehensive. 
4.   Subsections and structure of the 
manuscript are appropriate. 
5.  The manuscript is scientifically 
correct. 
6.  I suggest inserting biographical 
references from the last five years. 
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