
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 
Journal Name: Asian Journal of Biotechnology and Genetic Engineering  
Manuscript Number: Ms_AJBGE_48450 
Title of the Manuscript:  

Diversity Analysis of Sweet Potato (Ipomoea batatas [L.] lam) Accessions from North Central Nigeria using Morphological and Simple Sequence Repeats Markers 

Type of the 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) 
 

 
PART  1: Review Comments 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Report precise introduction and justification in the abstract.  Report 
justification and objective(s) of the study in the introduction. Please mention 
the names of the characters measured and recorded under data collection. 
Figure 2 should be clearly corrected. Results should be discuss more and 
supported with recent citations. References and citations should follow 
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Minor corrections should be corrected as highlighted and indicated in the 
manuscript. 
 

Correction made in the manuscript 

Optional/General comments 
 

 Introduction and methodology were clear and understandable. Report 
precise introduction and justification in the abstract.  Report justification 
and objective(s) of the study in the introduction. Please mention the names 
of the characters measured and recorded under data collection. Figure 2 
should be clearly corrected. Results should be discuss more and supported 
with recent citations. References and citations should follow journal 
guidelines. The manuscript should be accepted for publication after 
moderate revisions and minor corrections. 
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