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Review Form 3

PART 1: 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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

The article is devoted to a topical issue of studying morphological traits of different inbred maize lines.
The use of such maize lines as parental forms can be beneficial for crop breeding. Data on individual
traits of different genotypes contribute to the formation of clear schemes for maize breeding in specific
directions

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

The title of the article is appropriate

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 provides a good overview of the research topic

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

I consider the manuscript to be scientifically correct.

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

The authors have cited a sufficient number of scientific sources. However, it would be beneficial to
expand the number of recent references. For instance, there are only three references from the last 10
years. A more comprehensive review of recent references would strengthen the overall argument of
the paper.

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

The level of English is sufficient for scholarly communications

Optional/General comments

The article is devoted to a current topic and presents the results of a comprehensive study of
morphological traits in specific inbred maize lines. A more detailed discussion of the results would be
beneficial to fully appreciate the significance of the work. The inclusion of a statistical analysis would
add rigor to the study and enhance the reliability of the conclusions. Furthermore, there are a few minor
technical errors present, such as missing spaces. Nevertheless, these do not diminish the importance
of the article
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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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