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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)

2. lIs thettitle 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)

Yes, The manuscript focuses on strain improvement through embryogenesis. It is an important
research area to develop new strains and procedures for future agriculture.

The title is suitable but need to be restructured using precise words and avoidance of repetition of
some words

The abstract of the article need to be restructured. It should be rewritten to precisely and concisely
provide the idea of the experiment and its outcome and future prospectus. It is having some
sentences not exactly describing the research work.

The subsection explaining the methodology need to be rewritten so as to give precise idea about
the experiments by use of appropriate words.

The mention of size of embryos (in mm) in the initial part (based on which the counting of embryos
is done) and at the end where there is mention about the size of mature embryo does not match.
The difference is very large in the two values making the whole description and experiment
scientifically incorrect and need to be expressly reviewed and appropriately revised.

There are few incomplete references, which need to be corrected. Otherwise, the references are
appropriate.

The discussion part as well as conclusion part does not have any mention about how the
experiments conducted are related with the cited research papers. This section need to be revised
with clear mention about the outcome of experiments conducted and their relevance to the cited
references.

Minor REVISION comments

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

The lengthy sentences and repetitive words found at many places as well as major spelling
mistakes found at two places need to be corrected.

Optional/Generalcomments

The use of SEM and its outcome in this research work, with appropriate references need to be
elaborated.
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