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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 
 

The ms may bring an additional scientific information after raising the following 
limitations: 

1) Authors should check the writing and correct accordingly. Ex. Land races or 
landraces, correct the paragraph in the abstract “It is recommended that the three 
plantain land races, germplasm be conserved. The ramification of this finding vis-à-vis 
germplasm conservation and increase productivity is explained.”, the number 
contaminated or the number of contaminated…..(4.4), etc. 

2) The methods are not well presented. Ex: 2.3. Medium preparation and culture 
condition, 3.3.1. Shoot initiation, etc. and the rest of numbering should be 
corrected accordingly. 

3) Authors should prioritize the points: 3.3.1, 3.3.2, 3.3.3, 3.3.4, ……. What should be 
the first, second, third, …. In the clonal propagation? 

4) Authors said: “The experiment was laid out in a completely randomized design (CRD) 
with three treatments in four replications.”, however, no were in the methods it is 
explained how they proceeded. 

5) There is a lack of link between Fig 1 and Fig 2. Cultivar explants presented in Fig 
2 should be indicated as well as the complete regenerants.  

6) For the viability of regenerated plants, both shoot and root should be initiated. 
However, only shoot initiation was developed by authors. Should they explain 
the raison? 

7) Given the differential propagation of the three plantain cultivars, to which one the 
proposed medium is suitable? What do they propose for the rest of cultivars? 
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