
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

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

 
Journal Name: International Journal of Plant & Soil Science 
Manuscript Number: 2015_IJPSS_16119 
Title of the Manuscript:  

Diversity in phenotypic traits in fluted pumpkin (Telfairiaoccidentalis) 

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) 
 

 



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

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

PART  1: Review Comments 
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correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 
should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Most of the scientific names of plants used in the 
manuscript are written together instead, the 
generic names should be clearly separated from 
the species names.  
 The dendrogram from single linkage cluster 
analysis indicates that the six cluster groups were 
draw from a distance of 0.45 and not between 0.55 
and 0.60 as indicated by the author (the line of 
reference draw across the dendrogram).  
 
 

The mix up was due to the version of 
Microsoft office I used to prepare the 
manuscript. I have replaced the version of 
Microsoft office with compatible version. I 
have checked the manuscript and made the 
necessary corrections. The dendrogram 
has been corrected.  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Some of the words were clump together and need to 
be separated to give its true meaning. Typographic 
errors should be avoided as much as possible when 
effecting corrections on the manuscript 
 
 

The mix up was due to the version of Microsoft 
office I used to prepare the manuscript. I have 
replaced the version of Microsoft office with 
compatible version. I have checked the 
manuscript and made the necessary 
corrections. 
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