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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 
 

DNA extraction is highly individual beween plants, that is the whole purpose of optimizing it for banana fruits. Last 
sentence of Abstract, Introduction and Conclusion should be revised to reflect this. 
Description of the methods are not technically sound. 
The method used is not a precipitation method, since the DNA is bound to a QIAamp mini column before washing 
and eluting. 
The sentence “to separate the DNA precipitate from the solution” is incorrect. It should rather read “ to bind the DNA 
to the silica column”. 
Temperature range of isopropanol above 85°C is impossible since it’s boiling point is 82.5°C. Also by the time the 
solvent is added to the 1 ml sample in the tube the temperature will immediately change. An incubation step at the 
temperature range should rather be investigated. 
No mention to analytical replicates were made. 
No mention is made of which NaCl concentration was used during testing the effect of temperature. 
References 1 and 2 are not complete. 
Nonsense authors in Reference list (no 4 and 5), author is required to properly site the manuals utilised from supplier 
websites. 
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Optional/General comments   
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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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