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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) 
 

 
Might be, if findings can be presented by graphs and diagrams 
 
 
Overall, the title effectively conveys the subject matter and scope of the study, making it suitable for 
an article in the scientific community. 
 
The abstract seems to provide a summary of the key findings and outcomes of the study. However, 
there are a few suggestions to enhance its comprehensiveness: 
Provide more context 
Include specific details  
Clarify the implications of the findings 
Summarize the breeding implications 
 
Yes  
 
It should contain some more molecular and wet lab studies to make it fully correct 
 
Not recent 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Here are some grammatical mistakes in the article: 
In the Introduction section, the sentence "The species of amaranthus are important food crops..." 
should be "The species of Amaranthus are important food crops..." 
In the Material and Methods section, the sentence "The observation were recorded on randomly 
selected plants..." should be "The observations were recorded on randomly selected plants..." 
In the Results and Discussion section, the sentence "Significant differences were found for each of 
the twelve characters..." should be "Significant differences were found for each of the twelve 
characters..." 
In the Results and Discussion section, the sentence "All 19 genotypes of Amaranthus under 
research were divided into 5 clusters..." should be "All 19 genotypic samples of Amaranthus under 
research were divided into 5 clusters..." 
In the Results and Discussion section, the sentence "The view point has been supported by the 
work of Akther et al. (2013), Kumar et al. (2019) and Rana et al. (2005)." should be "The viewpoint 
has been supported by the work of Akther et al. (2013), Kumar et al. (2019), and Rana et al. 
(2005)." 
In the Conclusion section, the sentence "The Amaranthus genotype employed in this study can be 
successfully used for future breeding programmes..." should be "The Amaranthus genotypes 
employed in this study can be successfully used for future breeding programmes..." 
These are just a few examples, and there may be other grammatical mistakes in the article as well 
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