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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The review article is very important and interesting for the scientific community since crop landrace 
diversity and its conservation is little researched and a gap in research yet. Thus, this manuscript is 
very interesting due to the fact that it highlights the gap for future research in the area. Without crop 
landraces diversity, future crop improvement via research and breeding is impossible. So it is 
mandatory to talk, research and review about crop diversity (landraces) erosion and conservation for 
the scientific community since crop diversity is the building block for every improved varieties yet to 
come. 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

The title of the review article manuscript is suitable  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

The abstract of the article is comprehensive except methods followed for reviewing is missed. Thus, 
the methods/methodologies used to review the article should be included on it briefly in short and 
precise manner. 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Sections and subsections of the article structure are appropriate but the methods/methodologies 
followed to write the review article is not included. 
 
The methods/methodologies followed to write the review article is should be included in 
separate section next to the literature review section 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

The manuscript is sound and scientifically robust since it followed all the scientific paper writing styles.  

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 

The references are sufficient but not recent particularly in the introduction section. So, all those all older 
references should be replaced by recent references. 
 
Padulosi, 2012, Altieri et al., 1987, Zeven, 1998, Altieri and Merrick, 1987; Brush, 1995, Das and 
Das, 2004; Hore, 2005, Vijayalakshmi andArumugasamy, 2004, Palniet al.,1998 etc. should be 
replaced by recent references with a maximum of five years gap 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly communications? 

 

 
 
The language quality of the article is suitable for the scientific communications. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The article is very interesting and hot issue in the current agriculture locally and globally. Thus it is very 
topical to research and review about crop landraces diversity erosion and conservation currently and 
future times yet to come. 
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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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Getnet Bitew Worku 

Department, University & Country Debark University, Ethiopia 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


