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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 
 

Lakh is non-system unit, not known everywhere, term should 
not be used here. If necessary to use, should be explained. 
Publication list is represented by 50% of sources issued 
before 2000 (16 from 32). Few novel citations can be added. 

The queries raised by the reviewer have been 
rectified and incorporated as below: 
As per reviewer “Lakh” is non-system unit, not 
known everywhere hence it has been replaced 
by “Million” . 
Few new publications issued after 2000 also 
added. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

All little remarks and minor comments are inserted in PDF-file 
(italic for Latin names, superscript, couple of terms etc.). 
Please, also check comment to Fig. 1.  
Analysis of few publications about poplar tree sex 
determination and changing may be added (not necessary). 

All little remarks and minor comments which 
are inserted in PDF-file (italic for Latin names, 
superscript, couple of terms etc) have been 
corrected and incorporated. 
Regarding Fig. 1, Reviewer R1 has also 
pointed out that it duplicates Table 3 hence 
deleted. 
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