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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 article demonstrates relative compatibility of scions to the rootstock in mango
It brings evidence of scion-rootstock growth variations under the same environmental conditions

The article reveals grafting sensitive parameter in studying grafting compatibility


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is not suitable!

“Mango grafting and varietal compatibility in Baster Region of India”
	

	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.


	The abstract or the article must include information of how the experimental data were processed
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There is a need to indicate clearly if the rootstock had the same age or height when the grafting took place. Observed variations may derive from the rootstock variations at the grafting date or point and therefore compromise the whole scientific comparisons made.
A scientifically sound ranking of treatments should summarise all the parameters as indicated in the graphs, but statistical differences are not indicated. This should be in the form of letters (in tab 1) or SE bars (in the graphs).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references could be improved both in number and quality by further discussion of incompatibility potential reasons, statistical references in data treatment and because the authors emphasise the role of local environment, climatic data, relevant to grafting success could be introduced in manuscript
	

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


	Yes 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Minor issues of language and or unnecessary repeated wording are there.
In methodology for instance, if all parameters were recorded every 30 days after the initiation of the study, there is no need have this text in each subheading.  On Table 1.  Indicate the meanings of C.D., S.E. etc.
See Attachment
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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