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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
My Overall Evaluation 

The theme In vitro Effect of Alum on Microbes Associated with Foliar Phytoplasma 

Disease of Noni is indeed important and especially for contexts in the Agricultural and medical 

field, this theme should indeed receive greater attention and to that end I would like to thank 

you for bringing together this writeup on this issue. However, the paper is challenged on many 

fronts with regard to the implementation of this larger objective: 

 The article title is appropriate. 

 Abstract is appropriate. 

 Keywords is ok. 

 Introduction is appropriate. 

 Novelty of the work be established. 

 There are few grammatical and spelling mistakes. Please double 

check you text and correct them all. 

 The tables and figures in the text substantiate your claim. 

 The purpose or purported significance of the article is explicitly 

stated. 

 The research study methods are explained clearly. 

 Results and Discussion is appropriate  

 The conclusions is appropriate. 

 The references are comprehensive. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Accepted  
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