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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The manuscript is important and will contribute to the body of knowledge on Quercus. Robur. However, in its current form, the manuscript is very abstract, the author needs to substantively enrich the article for it to be of knowledge value. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes 
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	No, the abstract will need revision, after proper enrichment of literature, restricting and enrichment of methodology and, results presentation and discussion has been done.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It will be okay, after substantive revision following the guideline I have provided extensively within the manuscript, for the author’s consideration.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references will be enhanced after the above revision however those presented currently are also relevant to the article. 
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes, the manuscript is written in good English, however, scholarship is insufficient as the author mainly concentrated in describing his work, hardly any literature in the background and hardly any discussion of the results. This was poor to the extent that the conclusion is simply a representation of the results, which are also mainly descriptive.  Moreover, there was not even one statement on data analysis.
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