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Review Form 3

PART 1: 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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

After a detailed reading of the work in question, | can say with pleasure that the work is meaningful,
very interesting, and follows modern world trends in the field. It is supported by detailed statistics by
data processing. From which you can see the significant statistics between all tracked sessions. For
these reasons, | believe that the work should be accepted without any changes.

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.

The abstract is concise and clearly written

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

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

All sources cited in the manuscript are listed in the Reference chapter.

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

Optional/General comments

The manuscript is very interesting on a global level. In the chapter Material and methods, the work
method is presented in a simple and easy-to-understand manner. Also, the described method can be
applied to assess the sensitivity of another agricultural crops as it is very simple to apply and
informative. In the results and discussion chapter, the obtained results are compared with the most
recent and most significant references in the literature. The statistics are excellently done, the results
are clearly displayed and correlated with the attached photos. The attached pictures of the symptoms
are clear and informative.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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