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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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.


	The research is relevant particular for rice breeders and the seed industries in the understanding of genetic gain and genomic selection for quantitative trait in rice. Rice been a major food crop globally, the research would potentially attract good number of citations and this will be valuable for the reputation of the journal.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is great, very suitable
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract serves the right purpose as it summarises the research and inspire interest to read the main article
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is great with sound experiment. In the organization of the writing, the author did a great job.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	For the scope of discussion, I believe genomic prediction is a well studies area in the recent years and a bit of work could have been invested into the discussion section.
	

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


	Yes, suitable
	

	Optional/General comments


	Authors might want to standardize the acronym EBT. In some parts, it seems like is it best for Ear Bearing Tillers, in others it is easily confused for number of effective branches per plant.
Secondly, I also think the number of replicates for this nature of research could have been increased. Using two (2) replicates for heritability and genetic variability study already limits the variability captured.
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