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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
1. It is of moderate important. 
2. My suggested title is “Evaluation of potential upland red rice cultivars of Manipur 

using agro-morphological characterization”.  
 

3. Not comprehensive. There is no objective in the abstract. 
4. They are appropriate. 
5. Yes, correct. 
6. Yes, sufficient. 
 
REVIEWER COMMENT: 

      Introduction section: 
- It needs to elaborate on the conceptual issues and hypothesis. And as there is no 

objective of the study in the introduction and the abstract as well, it needs to 
describe the objective(s). 

- Using the word “rices” is grammatically wrong. It might be rice cultivars or species. 
Material and methods section: 
- It needs to describe the measuring/calculation methods of plant height, LAI, the 

yields (quintals per hectare), and harvest index, and the tillage techniques. 
- There is no mention about the cultivars conducted in the study. It needs to describe 

the cultivars’ names and the numbers of the cultivars conducted. 
Results and discussion 
- It needs to describe what the abbreviation “DAS” stands for. DAS = Day After 

Sowing.  
- All tables need to explain what the abbreviations stand for, as footnote. 
Conclusion:  
- The highlighted major findings supporting the hypothesis should be described 

quantitative descriptions rather than the words “maximum”. 
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