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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

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)

1. Yes, the manuscript is important for scientific community, because the paper generated extra
information about future improvement of amaranths species under the study area and similar
ecologies.

2. | agree with the title of the manuscript.

3. Yes, abstract part of the manuscript is comprehensive; because it describes and incorporates,
the rationale behind that, the author is trying to study the genetic divergence among amaranth
genotypes. To conduct the trials under on farm condition, the author has set specific objectives,
treatment setup and randomization, and selecting appropriate agricultural field design (Randomized
Complete Block Design), collection and analysis of the data followed by interpretation and finally
recommended appropriate conclusion.

4. Yes, subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate for this manuscript, because we do
not have enforced to present any data or information only on main part of the manuscript, we can
also present the relevant information or data on sub-sections or structures of the article.

5. Yes, the manuscript sounds more to scientific findings, because it has passed and followed
almost field experimental works with the help of different statistical methods.

6. It doesn’t matter, the number of references for this particular manuscript are sufficient and most
of them are latest.

See the attachment

Minor REVISION comments

1.

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

Because we are part of the global environment,for scholarly communications ENGLISH is preferred
(actually it is my personal view);however,if the author thinks extra language(s) it doesn’t matter
he/she can proceed as he/she wanted.

Optional/General comments

None
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