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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) 
 

1. It is interesting to note that the Tako line has shown to have high productivity in terms of 
tillers, number of panicles per plant, and yields compared to other lines. It's great to see that 
the breeding program is yielding positive results. Dongan line also seems to perform well, 
being the second highest-yielding line after Tako. It's worth noting that Pulu Tau Leru, Uva 
Buya, and Kalendeng also showed promising yields. Overall, it seems like these lines have a 
good potential for commercial cultivation. 
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