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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 abbreviations must be clarified. 

• The author should write pedigree for these genotypes. 

• Characters write in more details all the rice scientists know it, so why this long 
description.   

• The author can summarized these phenotyping characters in one table to be 
more simple and easy to use. 

• Eighteen F5 genotypes which selection procedure used to select these 
genotypes. 

• Need statistical techniques to investigate the variation between these genotypes. 

• Plant breeder used many traits for select new genotypes not only yield.  

• Before resealing these genotypes the author must test it in multienvrionments to 
study GEI. 

• To select promising genotypes the variation between them must be significant.  

 
 
 
The manuscript has corrected according to the suggestion. 
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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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 


