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PART 1: Review Comments 

 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments I put number in the lines of the text. Please check the manuscript.
 
ROW 175 – “Ae. triuncialis and Ae. ovata is known to be tolerant to yellow and black 
rust” → the correct notation is: Aegilops triuncialis L. and A. ovata L.. 

 
Place the authorship of all the species mentioned. For this can be used the database 
available at: www.theplantlist.org OR www.tropicos.org. 

 

Minor REVISION comments ROW 160 - Oryza sativa L. → Add author's name to species.  

Optional/General comments KEY WORDS - I suggest using different words than the title. This increases chance to 
search your work in databases. 

 
ABOUT ROW 175 - It is wrong to abbreviate genus names using two letters (“Ae”). As you 
cite two genera that begin with the letter "A" in the paragraph, use the first species in the 
first name and the next abbreviated one (because it is a species of the same genus). 
Whenever a species is first mentioned in the text this should bear the name of its authors. 

 
The species A. ovata L. is no longer considered a species but a synonym of the species 
Aegilops neglecta Req. ex Bertol., so correct the name in the manuscript. 

 
As the proposal of the article is to make a revision, it would be more interesting and 
complete if the text were divided and commented following the items mentioned between 
rows30 and 42 and giving real examples of each one of them. 

 
It would be interesting to demonstrate with images, for example, some wild species used in 
crosses to breeding cultivated species. 

 
I think it would be very interesting to put a map and talk more about the main centers of 
origin and diversity of the main foods currently grown (eg., rice, corn, wheat, beans and 
others). 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 

that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her 
feedback here)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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