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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The paper is important because it provides information on methodologies to advance more 
quickly in the breeding of varieties of sugarcane 
 
The objective of the research is clear and precise 
The results are presented clearly and precisely, their interpretation is easy to follow both in 
the text and in the tables. They are correctly analyzed. 
The discussion of the results focuses appropriately on them 
The conclusions are strong are based correctly on the results obtained. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The research is very well planned, conducted and it is reflected in the paper, which 
maintains a scientific coherence from the introduction to the conclusions. 
By way of observation a critical vision of the author could be included in the conclusions of 
how to continue the investigation with these results, if a greater number of studies are 
required or can be applied directly to the improvement of varieties of sugarcane 
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