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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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) 

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 manuscript is scientifically good and deals with a very important topic that supports 

increasing production and productivity of a very important crop in Africa 
2. The title is good, but to reflect the content of the research and be clearer, I suggest that it 

be as follows: 

Study of genetic variation, pathological analysis and divergence in sesame 

(SesamumindicumL.) 

3. The abstract contains a large amount of information that is not presented in a clear 

manner. The results must be presented in the abstract in order and in a professional 

manner so that the researcher can reflect all the great effort he has made, the clusters 

must be arranged sequentially to clarify the results obtained. The paragraphs shaded in 

green in the abstract need to rewritten, so that the results are clearly arranged and the 

results actually obtained are specified. 

4. The overall structure of the manuscript is good and follows the method of writing scientific 

papers 

5. The manuscript is excellent from a scientific standpoint and covers a modern topic 

6. Less reference was mentioned in the introduction and it is not recent, only one recent 

reference 2015 was mentioned, It is necessary to add recent references and mention 

previous studies that are directly related to the research topic 

 

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

communications? 

 

The manuscript, in terms of language, is good and understandable 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

- I think that using the statistical analysis method (correlation), is not suitable for 

conducting such an analysis. It would have been better to use another method to be 

clearer. 

- Keywords need to add some words to complete the meaning, and they were added to the 

review in red 

- The introduction is shortened to an almost inconvenient manner 

- The research objectives are not mentioned in the introduction, and the research 

objectives must be stated clearly. 

- The tables are many and overlapping and require more abbreviation and clarification. It is 

preferable to use diagrams for further explanation and clarification. 

- The conclusion and recommendations were very simplified and did not include all the 

recommendations and conclusions obtained by the researcher, although the researcher 

made a great effort and reached very good results, but they were not presented as they 
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PART  2:  
 

 
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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