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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 
 

Abstract 
1. The abstract is too long. The information on the origin and domestication of the crop should be moved to 

the introduction. 
2. The writing of “landrace” should be consistent. In some cases it is written as “land race” but in other 

cases it is written as “landrace” 
 
Materials and methods 
If the sorghum was drilled, how was the spacing of 0.75m x 0.15m ensured? The authors should revise this  
 
Results and discussion 

1. the authors should look at the units of yield. It should be written as kg/ha or kg ha
-1 

 and not kg
-ha

 
2. though the authors conducted the experiment at two sites, Table 4 suggests that the variance 

components were estimated from only one site. 
3. For multi-site experiment, there should be a genotype x site variance (σ

2
g x site) 

4. Table 4 should not just have genotypic variance, error variance and phenotypic variance 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

A very good article with very interesting findings 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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