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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 
 

Title: Title does not match with the work carried out. It may be written as ‘Pollen fertility assessment in Rice (Oryza 

Sativa L.) in the F7 Generation of a Cross Pusa-1176 x BPT-5204. 
Introduction: Literature on pollen fertility studies need to be cited instead of genes identified for PGMS or TGMS for 

justification. Working out ratio of segregation is done in F2 and doing it in F7 is wrong. 

Material and methods: Mention the number of F7 families used for the study. Procedure followed to assess pollen 

fertility is adequate. If at all pollen viability is to be mentioned, then pollen germination procedure indicating pollen 

tube growth and classifying based on length of pollen tube should have been adopted and it is not done here. So this 

study pertains to only pollen fertility assessment. Pollen fertility or sterility classification has to be supported by the 

author who gave it. 

Results: Pollen fertility results obtained and classification made are ok.   But working out ratio of segregation in F7 is 

wrong as it is done in F2. So applying the results to fit into chi-square is does not arise here. This should be omitted 

from the results. Thus Table 2 and graphs are to be deleted. The means of pollen fertility classes need to be tested 

for their significance using t-test and the results may be presented accordingly. Authors are advised not to present 

results in Table form again in graphical form. 

Discussion: Needs revision based on the above suggestion. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
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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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