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	4
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
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5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
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	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
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5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
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	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
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5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
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	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback

	
Abstract:
Dear Researcher my opinion should be required, need to modification in abstract, was as per your research.
Dear author, I have suggested as per research topic, abstract in mentioned to year for the grafted or patches method in which sowing timing was which method of applied and best method for your research. I have suggested to mentioned to here futures prospectus for your research.
Introduction: 
 This paragraph is well good but you mentioned references as per research; need to be required.  

Material and Methods:
Material and methods is good but write up into hypothesis details as per research.

Research and Discussion: 
 Research and discussion is well good but my suggestion in the table of time of propagation in which year, noted and mentioned in table along with some best current finding discussion are mentioned here that research paper well waited for your current research .  
Conclusions and Acknowledgement should be need to finding & future outlook will need to require moderate.

References are to check and moderate as per your finding.

Thank you for the given this opportunities for reviewing paper.
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