SCIENCEDOMAIN international

} ; ¥ =
WWW.sciencedomain.org N a \
SDI Review Form 1.6
Journal Name: International Journal of Plant & Soil Science
Manuscript Number: Ms_IJPSS_24566
Title of the Manuscript: SUGAR CANE WHIP SMUT (Sporisorium scitamineum Syd) CAUSED FIELD SUCROSE AND JUICE
QUALITY LOSSES TO TWO SUGAR CANE VARIETIES IN NIGERIA®
Type of the Article Original Research Article

General guideline for Peer Review process:

This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is

scientifically robust and technically sound.
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link:

(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline)

Created by: EA Checked by: ME Approved byECG Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)



Q)
SCIENCEDOMAIN international ? ,)-

www.sciencedomain.org 1
B

SDI Review Form 1.6

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 The authors thank the reviewer for the

In general, the manuscript was clear and well encouraglng Omplementary Comments on

presented. The suggested revisions are highlighted in ; e
yellow which has been uploaded along with this the manuscript. They have equally revised

Feview. all yellow highlighted areas as suggested.

The reviewer’s observation has been
Under Materials & Methods, there should be a section implemented. The source of inoculum, its

to explain ho.w the.teliospore inocula were prepared preparation, the preparation of planting
and how the infection of plants was conducted. - . .

setts and their inoculation earlier left out
have been included. This has actually
enriched the paper and the authors are
highly indebted to the reviewer.
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They were left out because since the
manuscript content is largely on juice
quality, the technical details of the field
experimentation were not necessary.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional /General comments
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