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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 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 

Introduction: 
In  this  section,  the  importance  of  the  study  has  been  clearly described. Also, 
convenient literatures have been specified. 

Methodology:  An effective methodology has been used and clarified adequately. 

Results: In the result section, an effective way has been used. 

Discussion: 
In  this  section  together  with  Results, the  findings  have  been  correlated   with  
the  literature, effectively. 

Bibliography/References: There is no problem in Reference section. 

Decision: 

There are some small writing mistakes. The manuscript should be re-read by the 
author, correct   these mistakes.  Manuscript can be accepted for publication after 
minor corrections. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
As  a  general evaluation, manuscript  contain  valuable  results  and  findings  for  plant sciences studies  in 
the future. 
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