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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)

Yes, the manuscript will make significant contribution to the scientific community. The study
is essential for location specific crop management system. Also, farming community may
find this manuscript to be useful for the crop planning after validated by the group of
experts. Overall the manuscript is noted important.

Title may be added with the name of mutants instead of ‘two rice mutants” alone,

Yes

A preamble may be provided under result and discussion section before starting with sub-
headings. Some of the subheading are mentioned as ‘hill superscript -1’. It can be written as
‘per hill’.

Yes

References are not enough. Few can be added.
The manuscript is good for district level agricultural guidance. The manuscript must be

reaching the local experts and literal groups of the respective districts. Use the word ‘per’
instead of ‘power of -1’.

Minor REVISION comments

1.

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

Yes

Optional/General comments

Manuscript is well written and fitted with enough data.
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