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PART 1: Review Comments

Compulsory REVISION
comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the
manuscript and highlight that part in the
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors
should write his/her feedback here)

Please write a few sentences
regarding the importance of
this manuscript for the
scientific community. Why
do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of
3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

This research can be taken into consideration in future
broad spectrum on field research when taken out as it
provides supporting discovery for salt tolerant varities of
sesame which can be cultivated in arid regions.

Is the title of the article
suitable?

(If not please suggest an
alternative title)

yes

Is the abstract of the article
comprehensive? Do you
suggest the addition (or
deletion) of some points in
this section? Please write
your suggestions here.

It would lead to selection of parents for future crossing
programme in the breeding process.

In this sentence it should be replaced with “ this research
aims to” to make it more clear.

Are subsections and
structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

Yes but discussion part is possible to add highlighting any
assumptions or any didderence that can take place in real
filed when carring out experiment with these genotypes.

Please write a few sentences
regarding the scientific
correctness of this
manuscript. Why do you
think that this manuscript is
scientifically robust and
technically sound? A
minimum of 3-4 sentences
may be required for this

It has taken into account a major problem of crop
cultivation in arid , semi arid regions. This research can be
researched further which make it asset to future
researches. The research also included large number of
genotypes for the experiment which is also agood thing.




part.

Are the references sufficient
and recent? If you have
suggestions of additional
references, please mention
them in the review form.

The references are few and mostly old . | suggest to add
references to the conclusion derived from this research if
possible as thereis cut throat conclusions without any
thing to back it up.

Minor REVISION comments
Is the language/English
quality of the article suitable
for scholarly
communications?

Revisons are needed in introduction part. There are sentences
which doesnot give meanings and spelling mistakes. Thre are
also grammatical mistakes in abstract as it is sometime in
present tense and sometimes past.

Optional/General comments

It needs more refinement and some extra references and
theory addition.

PART 2:

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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? | issues here in details)

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical

Reviewer Details:

Name:

Kabita Bhat

Department, University & Country

Agriculture and Forestry University, Nepal




