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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 
 

 
INTRODUCTION 
This section is too lengthy. It should be succinctly written such that the background information with recent 
literatures only will be cited. To prevent loss of focus, author should review previous studies relevant to the 
present study and also highlight the gaps observed. The justification (s) for the study was not clearly 
mentioned and the objective of the study which is the concluding part of this section was clumsy. 
MATERIALS AND METHOD 
The sun sections for combining ability and its effects are too wordy. Most of the information provided were 
redundant. This has contributed to the unnecessary high page number of this manuscript. 
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
To make this section concise, I will suggest that only results across the three locations should be presented 
and discussed. Presenting results for each location explicitly may not add value to the study considering the 
objective (s) of the study. 
This section is also too lengthy, making it difficult to comprehend. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
I have used track changes to make corrections on the manuscript. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The scientific name for maize should only be italicized and not underlined in print. ( check Abstract section 
of the manuscript). 
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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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