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Review Form 3

PART 1: Comments

Reviewer's comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. 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.

This research work gives an account of growth and yield performance of a few premium quality
advanced breeding lines. These advanced lines can be included in the variety development pipeline to
release a variety.

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Yes

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 has to be drafted again with proper English. Names to the statistical methods used

must be clearly mentioned in the abstract.

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

Experiment planned is scientific but the way in which the manuscript is drafted makes it unscientific.
Very poor, unscientific statements have been used, specially in the Conclusion section.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form.

Most of the references are out dated, older than a decade. The authors must re-draft the manuscript
with latest references, not older than 2020. Additional, in certain statements, references must be
added. | have mentioned/ highlighted such parts in the manuscript itself

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

The English used is very poor. Most of the sentences fail to convey the information. | suggest the
authors to revise the manuscript with aid of a professional or with help of software/ tools available for
the same.

Optional/General comments

I Recommend Major Revision

The manuscript has to be re-written.

The introduction must be further divided into meaningful, relevant paragraphs
Shorten the material and methodology

Rewrite the Conclusion. A lot of unscientific statements were used.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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

Reviewer Details:

Name:

Dibyendu Seth

Department, University & Country

Ccs Haryana Agricultural University, India

Created by: DR Checked by: PM

Approved by: MBM Version: 3 (07-07-2024)




