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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

The study has no originality and innovation in terms of neither the method
used nor the material used. There are already many and sufficient studies on
Cashew (Anacardium occidentale L.).

The writing language used in the article is quite fluent and interestingly,
transitions are made between sentences. When this situation was investigated in
more detail, it was understood that the article was written by quoting quite a lot and
even strikingly from some previously published scientific articles. This is a situation
that is not accepted at all in scientific writing rules. A number of editorial citations
have been made from the articles listed below. If the publication of the article is to be
accepted by the editor, they must be corrected and rewritten by the author/authors.

The figures given in the study are difficult to understand. Giving the
introduction, material methods and conclusion stages of the study is also important
for the reader to understand.

The discussion part is very short and poorly written.
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It contains similarities with many articles such as these articles.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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