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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. 
 

  

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

 

  

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. 

 

  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

  

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. 
 

  

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

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

 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Some useful comments and feedback  

1- In general, the paper's idea looks nice, despite that the 

idea of this paper looks simple and familiar. However, there are some coming comments and 

revisions that should help to revise this manuscript.  

2- The address needs to be changed and shorter (e.g) { 

Spatial Distribution and Disease Incidence of Guava Wilt Village Survey Across 

Prayagraj and Kaushambi, India. }.  

3- The manuscript language looks fine, but it may need to be 

checked by an English expert as much as if possible. There are some vocabulary and 

grammar mistakes. Some sentences need to be rewritten…...!  

4- Although, the abstract is clear but needs to be rewritten 

carefully.  

5- The keyword looks good…. 

6- The introduction, in general, is fine but it needs to 

shorten some sentences that look a bit long. Also, there is no need for deep details and 

repeated ones…. For example, this sentence [Guava (Psidium guajava L.) is an important fruit 

crop in tropical and subtropical regions, including India, where it is cultivated across nearly all 

states (Misra, 2006). Native to Mexico, Central America, the Caribbean, and northern South 

America (Amusa et al., 2005), guava is a small tree belonging to the Myrtaceae family, with a 

chromosome number of 2n=22 (Singh, 2001).]…… that’s too much and kind of very long 

sentence. Please shorten it as much as you can with keeping the general meaning.  

7- The introduction is short, and I think I did not cover most 

of the study projects.  
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8- Either the hypotheses (study projects) or the 

central hypothesis was not mentioned...? The author may say something like (the aim of the 

study was…. The study aimed to…….).  

9- Some of the references are too old and the author(s) 

needs to cite some new references.  

10- Material and methods …. 

11- Some sentences are not very clear and need to be direct 

and obvious. I think the methodology did not cover the whole study…..  

1. Statistical analysis is not in the manuscript if it is 

necessary…the author(s) did not mention how they did the math intact. How we could know how 

you did it….?.  

8 Results and discussion 

12- Results and discussion are good in general, but the may 

need to be clear and Grammarly correct…. As I mentioned earlier English language needs 

more care….  

13- Acknowledgment is not mentioned ……. 

14- Some references need to be consistent …. 

Finally, there is no doubt this work required some effort to get done so thank you for this work and good 
look at revising this manuscript……. 
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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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