Review Form 1.7

Journal Name: International Journal of Plant & Soil Science

Manuscript Number: Ms_IJPSS_104806

Title of the Manuscript:
Identification of Good Restorer Lines Through Molecular Confirmation of Rf3 and Rf4 Genes in Rice Hybrids

Type of the Article

General quideline for Peer Review process:

This journal’'s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound.
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link:

(https://www.journalijpss.com/index.php/IJPSS/editorial-policy )

Created by: DR Checked by: PM Approved by: MBM Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)


https://www.journalijpss.com/index.php/IJPSS/editorial-policy

Review Form 1.7

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

1.

Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

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

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

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)

Yes, it is important for scientific community with minor revision

Yes, the title is suitable

Yes, the abstract is comprehensive

Yes, it is well structured

Yes, it is scientifically correct
Yes, the references are okay but more recent references should be added
Kindly rewrite your abstract and conclusion for better understanding and in depth study. Disregard

general statement. Let it reflect your findings and cogent contribution to knowledge. This will
enhance visibility of your work after publication.

Table 2 on details of rice hybrids and their genotyping results by using functional markers for the
present investigation require more discussions

Why did you lay the experiment did was in Randomized block design with 9 genotypes and 3
replications?

The paper is too short and it needs drastic improvement. Make sure you insert cogent points and

follow International Journal of Plant & Soil Science strictly.

Contribution to knowledge, discussion of results and technical content of this work need drastic
improvement.

What did you achieve on “ldentification of Good Restorer Lines Through Molecular
Confirmation of Rf3 and Rf4 Genes in Rice Hybrids”

Insert at least 5 keywords
More recent references need to be cited. Improve on literature review.

Discussion of results needs drastic improvement.

Minor REVISION comments

1.

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

Some literatures cited were not listed. Cite more recent references. Kindly check through, cite and
list all your references properly. References are inadequate, cite and add recent references
between 2019-2023

Optional/General comments

Provide source of all your tables and figures.
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Reviewer’'s comment

IAuthor’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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