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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 

 

1. Brief and succinct presentation of the plant biology is 

helpful in understanding the genetic variability. 

2. The manuscript, and specially the section Results are 

composite of past tense and present tense. To select 

one of them. 

3.  Study of genotype x environment interaction not 

undertaken. To remove all references to it from the 

manuscript 

4. Turkey’s test of separation of mean values was not 

performed. To remove all references to it from the 

manuscript. 

5. CV values are low and should be justified by the plant 

biology (mating system, mode of dispersal), human 

interference, local uses made of Jatropha. 

6. I haven’t seen comments about the fact that genetic 

variances are too close to phenotypic variances in 

Table 2. 

7.  The number of clusters shown by the dendogram is 4 

or 7 but not 5. 

8. Discussion doesn’t showenough about the value and 

lessons learnt from the results obtained for the 

development of Jatropha in Senegal. 

 

The requested corrections from point 1 to 7 have 

been done 

 
We tried to improve the discussion to meet the 

demand of the reviewer (point 8) 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Refer to comments and proposed changes in the 

manuscript. 

 

Optional/General comments   

 

 


