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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. 
 

The manuscript deals with the variability analysis in “Fennel”, a spice crop. Genetic variability analysis 
in such crops is not that frequent. Such reports could help in improvement of concerned crop in 
accelerated manner. 

 

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

 

Yes. For the context discussed inside text, 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. 

 

Abstract contains some redundant information such as details of experimental site, significance among 
blocks, etc, Such information could be avoided in abstract and information of traits recorded could be 
provided. 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

  Yes.   

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 lacks scientific correctness in most sections. For example, ANOVA for augmented 
design is provided without test genotypes and genotypes vs checks as sources of variation. Author, 
themselves, has not understood the concept of each genetic parameter clearly. For example, 
significance of GCV for selection and effect possessed by selection on trait value are not clearly 
discussed by the author.  

 

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

 Most of the references cited are not recent enough.  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

Improvement in the language quality is suggested 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

To improve the value of this paper, adding the results on correlation and path coefficient analysis for 
recorded traits is suggested. 
Other comments are provided in the manuscript file as track changes. Please have a check.  
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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