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Review Form 3

PART 1: Review Comments

Compulsory REVISION comments

Reviewer's comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Please write a few sentences regarding the
importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

This research provides valuable insights for rice breeders aiming to improve grain yield and quality
traits. By focusing on traits with positive direct effects and significant correlations with grain yield, such
as plant height, panicle length, and kernel length, breeders can make more informed selection
decisions. The study's methodological rigor and clear presentation of results make it a significant
contribution to the field of rice genetics and breeding. Overall, the study highlights the complex
interplay between yield and quality traits in rice and offers practical guidance for breeding programs
targeting higher productivity and improved grain quality.

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Yes, the title is suitable

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some
points in this section? Please write your
suggestions here.

The abstract is quite detailed and covers most aspects of the study, but it can be made more concise
and clear by correct these grammatical mistakes.

Change "to perform" to "performing" for parallel structure.

Add a comma after "checks" for clarity.

Change "positive significantly" to "positively and significantly".

Add a comma after "kernel breadth (mm)" for clarity.

Add "the" before "number of productive tillers" for correctness.

Add "and" between "positively" and "significantly” for readability.

Add "and" between "negatively” and "significantly" for readability.

OooooooQg

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

Overall, the manuscript's structure is appropriate, but minor improvements in organization and detail
can enhance clarity and readability

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

The manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound as it employs a well-established Line x
Tester design to generate hybrids, which is a standard and reliable method in plant breeding research.
The use of comprehensive statistical analyses, such as correlation and path coefficient analysis, to
examine the relationships among various agronomic traits and their direct and indirect effects on grain
yield, ensures that the findings are based on rigorous quantitative data. Additionally, the study's results
are supported by a randomized block design with replications, enhancing the reliability and
reproducibility of the results. The detailed presentation of results, supported by relevant literature,
further corroborates the scientific integrity of the study.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form.

The references in the manuscript are sufficient and cover a range of studies relevant to rice genetics,
yield, and quality traits
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Minor REVISION comments
he language quality of the article is mostly suitable for scholarly communications, but it could benefit
Is the language/English quality of the article from some refinement to ensure clarity and precision. Here are a few suggestions to improve the
suitable for scholarly communications? language and overall readability:

00 Consistency in Units and Measurements: Ensure that units of measurement are consistently
formatted, for example, "plant height (cm)" and "panicle length (mm)". It should be consistent
throughout the text.

00 Use of Parentheses and Percentages: Ensure that percentages are formatted consistently, such
as "hulling percentage (%)".

O Clarity in Sentences: Some sentences could be rephrased for clarity. For instance, "Plant height
(mm), panicle length (mm), number of grains per panicle, 1000 grain weight (g), kernel length (mm),
milling percentage (%) and head rice recovery had exhibited direct positive effect on grain yield per
plant” could be rephrased to "Plant height (mm), panicle length (mm), number of grains per panicle,
1000-grain weight (g), kernel length (mm), milling percentage (%), and head rice recovery exhibited a
direct positive effect on grain yield per plant."

0 Grammar and Punctuation: Minor grammatical errors and punctuation issues should be corrected,
such as missing commas and conjunctions.

In summary, while the article is suitable for scholarly communication, a thorough proofreading and
minor revisions will enhance its clarity, readability, and overall quality.

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

Reviewer’'s comment IAuthor’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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