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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. In introduction part repetitions are present. 
Proper flow is not there.  

2. Use same abbreviation for the disease (In 
the manuscript it was mentioned as YVMD, 
YVMV,OYVM, BYVMV etc.). In the text 
sometimes it was given in simple letters.  

3. Line no 102 minimum temperature should 
be low temperature. 

4. Table 1 is not refer anywhere in the text. 
5. Line no 218 no table no and it is not refer in 

text 
6. Table 3 &4 not refer in the text 
7. Line no 232-234 meaning is not clear 
8. Better to rewrite section crop management 

practices in an organized manner and avoid 
repititions 

9. Line 288 “The breeding for” has to be 
omitted. 

10. Line no 314- further isolate line 10, 15 & 25 
meaningless fragment. It can joint to the 
next sentence 

11. Table 5 is not there 
12. Line no 361 better to omit the sentence 

since it is already mentioned.   
13. Better to rewrite the conclusion to 

summarise the content in the manuscript.   

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. Line no 356 better to change the sub heading 
since the author discuss several techniques.  

 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Go through the manuscript and rewrite in an organised 
manner without repetitions. Do spelling mistakes and 
grammar mistakes. 
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