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PART1:ReviewComments 

 
 Reviewer’scomment Author’scomment(ifagreedwithreviewer,correct 

themanuscriptandhighlightthatpartinthe 
manuscript.Itis mandatorythatauthorsshouldwrite 
his/herfeedbackhere) 

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments 
 
1. Isthemanuscript important forscientific community? 

(Please writefewsentenceson this manuscript) 
 
2.  Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable? 

(Ifnotpleasesuggest analternative title) 
 
3. Isthe abstract ofthearticlecomprehensive? 

 
4. Are subsectionsandstructureof themanuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Doyou thinkthemanuscriptisscientificallycorrect? 

 
6. Are the references sufficientandrecent?If you have 

suggestionofadditionalreferences,please mentioninthe 
reviewform. 

 
(Apartfromabove mentioned6 points, reviewersare freetoprovide 
additionalsuggestions/comments) 

 
Beingthefocusofstudyaplantwithcommercialtraits,thestudyprovidespoorinformation 
inthetittlemuchmorethantobeaqualitativestudyfora commercialplant,themanuscript 
isnorimportantforthescientificcommunity. 

Nomorecommentsonthesection. 

Nomorecommentsonthesection. 
 
Nomorecommentsonthesection. 

Nomorecommentsonthesection. 

 
Nomorecommentsonthesection. 

 
 
 
Nomorecommentsonthesection. 

 

MinorREVISIONcomments 
 
1. Islanguage/Englishqualityofthe articlesuitableforscholarly 

communications? 

 
 
Nomorecommentsonthesection. 

 

Optional/Generalcomments  
Themanuscriptprovidesanover-extendeddocumentforthatis a qualitativestudyforacommercial 
plant,that is anagronomictraitwhichis offeredandboughtin themarket,renderingadocument 
withtoomuchbias,thatis, beingaqualitativemanuscriptthelengthof thesamecouldbe 
interpretedaserrorsin methodology,datacollection,processing,andreportmeaningthatthe 
planificationandorganizationoftheresearchmightbe containingerrorswhichoutlookinthewriting of 
themanuscriptasperceivedhereby.Themanuscriptthereforedoesnotseemtofitthetittleof 
thejournalwhichitis intendedtobepublishedandprovidestoomucheditorialeffortandfitsno 
reviewwhatsoeverforthatthemanuscriptitselfprovidescluesforabiasedresearchimplyinglack of 
preparationof thepersonalinvolved,poorfunding,butaboveallamiscalculationinthe 
planificationforthattheresultsmightbe of localutilitybutdoesnotevenfitan internationalpeer 
review,norpossiblyforthetitleof thejournalhereby,norconsiderationforpublicityof thedata 
herebyreviewed.Cautionshouldbetakengiventhestatusofthemanuscriptinactualreviewand 
considerationforreviewregardingthattheherebycommentspresentcluesforconsidering 
questioningthescientificstatusof theauthors. 
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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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