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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 
the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
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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) 
 

 
 
It has the potential to be if the author can work on the comments 
 
 
The title is ok 
 
 
 
The abstract should be re-constructed 
 
The subsections and structure is appropriate 
 
Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct 
 
The references used are not sufficient and recent 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
 
I suggest editing 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The purpose of this study was to confirm the identity of C. fimbriata isolates from pomegranate in 
Karnataka, as well as to compare DNA sequences of the internal transcribed spacer (ITS-1 and 4 
regions).  
The author clearly understands the concept of what he or she is writing, but the idea is not 
presented clearly. 
I'd like to make the following suggestions: 
1. The abstract should be rewritten. 
2. The materials reviewed should be updated to include more recent materials. 
3. Ensure that the method used is clearly presented so that a layperson can understand what is 
being studied. 
4. Make certain that the work is proofread to avoid grammatical errors. 
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