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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 
 

 
Study the observations carefully and effect the corrections. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

I have studied the observations carefully and effected the corrections on the 
manuscript as suggested by the reviewer. Howerver, family name is not 
written in italic so I did not accept that correction. According to International 
Code of Nomenclature for Algae, Fungi, and Plants, Shenzhen Code, 2018 
and The International Code of Nomenclature for Cultivated Plants, 9th Edition, 
2016, family name should be written in plain type (not italicized) with first letter 
capitalized. Again, common names are written in parentheses so I did not 
italicize the common names of Jatropha in the revised manuscript as 
suggested by the reviewer. Italicizing them would make them appear like 
generic epithet. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
A very good initiative especially on an crops that are not popular. 
 
 

I am glad with the reviewer’s commendation 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 

 


