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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 study provides important data on coffee 

resistance to coffee leaf rust (CLR) fungal pathogen 

races in Kenya. The experimental  data are presented 
clearly, with adequate statistical  treatment, and 

appropriate conclusions are driven. 

 

However, I have some comments on the manuscript. 
 

comments: 

1/ In Materials and methods, scoring of plant 
resistance is explained. however, I have not found 

any analogous information on scoring virulence of 

the pathogen as shown in Figure 2. The methodology 
of the assessment of the pathogen virulence has to be 

added to Materials and methods. 

2/  Figure 1 is just an illustration of a relatively poor 
quality. I miss a clear description of all samples 

shown in the figure. All samples shown in the figure 

should be adequately described and they should also 

be of the same size (other type of photograph should 
be used). 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

Formal comments: 
Abstract, line 2: Insert “a” before the words “rapid break 

down”, i.e., ůa rapid break down” 

Abstract, line 15: Insert “a” before the words “significant 
variation”, i.e., “a significant variation” 

Material and methods, line 63: Insert “a” before the 

 



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

words “high level”, i.e., “a high level of CLR infection.” 

Results, line 126: Insert a comma before and after the 
word “respectively” 

Line 133: Correct the word “on” to “in” in the sentence 

“..to play any role in the virulence of the isolates.” 
Line 140: Insert “a” before the words “significant 

(p<0.05) interaction”, i.e., “a significant (p<0.05) 

interaction” 

Discussion, line 159: Insert “a” before the words 
“different interaction - you should also write “a 

differential interaction between the genotypes” 

Line 172: Insert a comma after the words “Besides these 
SH genes,…” 

Line 178: Insert a comma before the word “especially” 

Line 188: Insert “a” before the words “significant 
diversity”, i.e., “a significant diversity” 

Line 193: Insert “a” before the words “continued 

interaction, i.e., “a continued interaction” 

Optional/General comments 
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