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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 manuscript talks about evaluating sorghum varieties for traits like midge tolerance and high 
production in midge hotspot area in Burkina Faso that can be adopted. It addresses the food security 
and sustainable development of rural communities of that region. The findings can help in promotion of 
tolerant varieties that increases crop productivity and resilience to climate change and pest pressures. 
This manuscript has the potential to make a significant impact on food security, agricultural 
development, and scientific understanding in Burkina Faso, 

 

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

 

The title can be improvised as the work was carried out in only one hot spot region and the 
emphasised-on status of varieties to midge damage. The alternative title can be – Determination of 
Twelve Sorghum (Sorghum bicolor L. Moench) Varietal Status to Midge Damage in Hotspot Area of 
Burkino Faso. 

 

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. 

 

It is comprehensive. Few suggestions that could be corrected for clarity of expression are incorporated 
in the document. And future scope of the work should be included. 
 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Yes, the structure of manuscript is clear   

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 has all the information related to the agronomic practices to methods of data collection 
and clear discussion that addressed the findings of the research.   

 

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

The references are sufficient and recent. However, the referencing style is not similar among them. 
Journal format of referencing should be used. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

Language revision is necessary  
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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) 
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