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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 
 

 
 
The manuscript presents a relevant theme, however, almost the entire structure that makes 
up the scientific article needs to be rewritten, because the quality of the text is 
compromised. Need to correct verbal agreement, use of scientific language, place the 
manuscript in the norms of the periodical and format the text. You need to add bibliographic 
references. The information is relevant, and can probably be useful in the area of plant 
breeding. In the meantime I advise you to redo the entire scientific text (I DO NOT 
CORRECT THE RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS BEFORE THE TEXT IS WITH THE 
QUALITY AND COMMITMENTED SCIENTIFIC RELIABILITY), because there is potential 
in the proposal of the work, more precise of severe corrections, mainly of formatting and 
norms of the newspaper. One should reject the submission more, it may be relevant to its 
acceptance for publication if the text goes through a deep review !!!. Further details are in 
the comments made in the fix. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

  

 
PART  2:  
 

 
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?  
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