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Review Form 1.7

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
o If properly written, it may be useful. The style and content need massive
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? improvement.
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) e The explanation of heritability, genetic variability, and correlation coefficient analysis
is not concise and is difficult to understand.
2. Isthetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title) | have made corrections on this title
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
The abstract is poorly written. Only the title and clumsy results were seen in this section of
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? the manuscript, the objective(s), methodology, scientific implications of the research results
was grossly missing. This section needs a total re-write.
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
e The article lacks a clear structure. It jumps from one topic to another without proper
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of transitions, making it difficult to follow.
additional references, please mention in the review form. e Thereis no clear introduction or conclusion, which leaves the reader without a sense
of what the main points are.
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide e How was the data analysed? Which statistical packages was used?
additional suggestions/comments)
Minor REVISION comments
e There are several grammatical errors.
1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly e Incorrect punctuation, such as the misuse of commas and periods, makes sentences
communications? awkward and hard to read.
e The article does not flow logically from one point to the next. For instance, jumping from the
significance of gladiolus to heritability without a clear connection disrupts the narrative.
e Transitions between sections are abrupt, making it hard for the reader to follow the
argument or narrative.
e Proofread the text for grammatical errors and improve sentence structure for better
readability
Optional/General comments
e The concept of heritability and genetic variability is explained multiple times, leading to
unnecessary repetition.
¢ Avoid redundancy. Each section should have a clear focus and logical flow.
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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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