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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 Just to understand the extent of heterosis manuscript may be usefull for scientific community but
with respect to exploitation of heterosis due to self pollination and even often cross pollination in
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? nature it may not be useful in commercial level of seed production as seed rate is 12-30 kg/ha
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) without availability of male sterility system.
It may be changed as Studies on heterosis for pod yield and protein content in yardlong bean
2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable? (Vigna unguiculata (L.) Walp. ssp. Sesquipedalis Verdc.)
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
Yes
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
Yes subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate. However, manuscript is written
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? without presenting the data and only mentioned number of hybrids having significant heterosis over

parents and commercial checks without nomenclature of the hybrids combinations in result and

discussion part must be improved/modified

Yes manuscript is scientifically correct

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of There is a scope to add recent references 2019 onward

additional references, please mention in the review form.
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide Manuscript may be accepted after improvenet/ modification as suggested
additional suggestions/comments)
Minor REVISION comments

2. Yes language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

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

communications?
Optional/General comments The limited number (7) parents used for the crossing programme using dialle fation and receprocals

crosses also not considered for the study heterosis How the limited distingused crosses give the

real picture of heterosis.

Yardlong bean (Vigna unguiculata (L.) is self pollinated how the heterosis will be exploited

withoutavailability of male sterility system

PART 2:
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)

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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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