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Compulsory REVISION comments Yes, the manuscript is important for scientific community.
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? - To berephrased
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) - Other formulation: “Study of exploitation of allelic variation and higher haplotypes for
OsMIT3 regulator of tiller number in rice”
2. s the title of the article suitable? - Specify the locality or country where the study was carried out
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
- The objective of this study must be clearly presented.
; ; KEYWORDS
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? ) :
P - Add the word “Rice” and the location of the study to the key words.

Yes.

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? The manuscript will be scientifically correct if the author integrates the various remarks of

] o o the reviewers.

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
- In total, 21 references were cited, of which 15 references were published after 2014.
- Complete areference without a publication date (No. 17).

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion - Check that the authors of all these references are cited in the manuscript.

of additional references, please mention in the review form.
Apart from ve mention ints. reviewers are fr RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
[OV] itional ion mmen - Delete the first paragraph of this part.

- In this part, it is simply necessary to present the results obtained from this study and

discuss them.

- In the discussion, the author is called upon to first explain his results obtained and then

compare them to the results obtained by other authors.
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?
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