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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. 
 

  

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

 

  

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. 

 

  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?   

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. 
 

  

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

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The selection of the  research work is appropriate as the  variability study is a  prime 
concern  before starting any breeding programme as  it decides the methodology  to be 
followed  for further  improvement. The methodology  followed  by the author is 
appropriate. The results clearly indicated the preponderance of additive, type of gene 
action for majority of the yield attribute including yield while  quality parameters  affected  
by the environment and may be under the control of non-additive type of gene action. The 
paper is up to the standard and is accepted for publication with a few suggestions is as 
under: 
 
1.   Wherever space is required, put appropriately 
2.     In text body Suthar et al. 2023 is seen but missing in references 
3.    Like"'(ise  Bhargavi et al. 2016 is seen in references but are missing in text. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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