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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. 
 

The Vietnam Tobacco Institute has selected Oriental Hanski 227 tobacco, which has good 
growth ability, high yield and good quality; low susceptibility to insects and diseases; and is 
suitable for soil and weather conditions in Dak Lak, Vietnam. To create good quality raw 
materials for production in Vietnam, the Tobacco Institute has perfected the fertilizer formula, the 
process of growing, harvesting, drying and preserving Oriental tobacco. In addition to its growth 
ability, productivity, and raw material quality, the Hanski 227 variety is also rated higher than 
other varieties in terms of lower raw material production costs, due to its small number of 
harvested leaves, large leaves, and low planting density. To expand production, the Vietnam 
Tobacco Institute will continue to improve processing techniques and expand the Oriental 
tobacco production area in Dak Lak province in the coming time, in order to gradually meet the 
demand for Oriental tobacco raw materials. 
 

 

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

 

Yes, the title of the article is 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. 

 

Yes, the abstract is comprehensive.  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Yes  

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. 

With the goal of selecting Oriental tobacco varieties suitable for natural conditions in Vietnam, 
with potential for raw material quality and raw material production capacity in Vietnam, from 6 
Oriental tobacco varieties originating from Bulgaria, the Tobacco Institute has been testing in 
Ninh Thuan province for 3 years. Based on the trial production results, it shows that Oriental 
tobacco Hanski 227 grown in Dak Lak has good growth ability, good quality raw material and 
has the same quality as Oriental tobacco imported from Bulgaria, Türkiye and Greece. 
Therefore, Dak Lak is considered a region that can produce good quality Oriental tobacco in 
Vietnam with the tested fertilizer formula and planting density and the Hanski 227 variety is 
considered suitable here. 
 

 

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

The references are no satisfactory. The authors can add references from other Bulgarian 
authors regarding the cultivation of oriental tobacco 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
Yes 
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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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