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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Yes.
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 2. Yes.
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 3. Yes.
4. Inintroduction only two references had been citted. It is mandatory cite the reference
2. Is the title of the article suitable? of each information that appears in introduction. It is also important that the
(If not please suggest an alternative title) references about the crop importance and situation are recent. The references cited
are more than five years old.
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
The results cite references related to the results found in this study but does not
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? discuss the relationship between then.
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? In section references, there are incomplete references: the year is not cited.

6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of Hanson GH, Robinson HF and Comstock RE. Biometrical studies on yield in segregating
additional references, please mention in the review form. population. Agron. J. 1956;268-272.

(,g;;éirit fnrolm abovetimr?n;lor::g] en;;:o;nts, reviewers are free to provide Johnson HW, Robinson HF and Comstock HS. Estimation of genetic and environmental variability
a ona’ SUgQeslionsco ents in soybean. Agron. J. 1955;47:314-318.
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6. There are few references.
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly yes
communications?
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