
 

Review Form 1.7 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)  

 

Journal Name: Asian Journal of Biology 

Manuscript Number: Ms_AJOB_113600 

Title of the Manuscript:  
Pear (Pyrus communis L.) in the Jerusalem occupied of Palestine 

Type of the Article Statistical Analysis for Prediction 

 
 
 
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) 
 

 
 
 
Yes 
 
 
Yes, better to include the technique in the Title. 
 
 
Yes 
 
Yes 
 
Yes 
 
 
Yes 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
 
Yes 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
1. It is recommended to enhance the proposed methodology. If feasible, presenting the 

algorithm would aid in comprehending the step-by-step procedure of the proposed work. 
 

2. The outcomes of the proposed study require further elaboration to provide a clearer 
understanding. 

 
3. Attention should be given to elucidating how ANOVA Feature Selection contributes to the 

proposed study. 
 

4. More detailed explanation is needed to illustrate how the adapted strategy is suitable for 
the proposed study. 

 
5. The two considered conditions, namely climatic and bioclimatic factors, require more 

attention in the experimental analysis to draw conclusive results. 
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