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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. 
 

Fusarium wilt is a very important problem for cucurbits, especially watermelon. Every stage of the plant 
experiences Fusarium wilt, which leads to complete product loss. In this study, the effects of different 
drugs were examined. In particular, the fact that the experiment was conducted in vitro saves space, 
and the degree to which the disease changes in a controlled environment is more clearly seen. 
However, very few sources are included in the introduction of the article. The material and method 
section should be given in more detail. How many petri dishes will there be in each repetition, what is 
the total number of petri dishes, should be written in detail.  The discussion was compared with very 
few sources, and the differences or the reasons for similar results were not stated. In addition, the 
conclusion section should be written more comprehensively, the purpose should be emphasized, and 
the results should be written clearly.  
 

 

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

 

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. 

 

Suitable.  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Necessary edits have been made within the article.  

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 necessary concentrations were given in the study. The study was conducted in a closed and sterile 
environment. Since there were controlled conditions, the results were clearly revealed. This proves its 
accuracy. 

 

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

The study was written without using sufficient and up-to-date sources and editing is suggested. More 
sources are needed, especially in the discussion section, and the reasons for the differences or 
similarities should be stated. There are many studies on watermelon and Fusarium wilt in the literature. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
Minor revision have been made to the article. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The most important deficiency in the article is the referances. When the referances are insufficient, the 
accuracy of the article is affected. Because the introduction section in particular indicates whether the 
research has been done in terms of the article. In this sense, the introduction and discussion should be 
organized with new referances. The material and method section should be written more clearly. 
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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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