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 Reviewer’s comment This manuscript is scientifically robust 
and technically sound. 

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 
 

1. The manuscript could be put in the accepted 
format for this Journal (ARRB). 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
 

The following changes could be effected -  
1. Line 5: Keywords: Morpho-physiology, early maturing, 
yield and rice varieties  
2. In Line 31 : Could change Grain to grain and Line 67 : 
Table 1. (with small and 
capital letter). 
3. Line 32 : Could insert (TDM) as – and total dry matter 
(TDM), 
4. Line 81 : Could change -  in to to into ; Line 124 : 
Prakashet  to Prakash et ; 
Line 138 : increase to decrease ;  Line 153 : contributes in 
yield to contributes to 
Yield ;  Line 185 : Could insert ‘be’  as – This information may 
be helpful 
5. In Lines 260 and 271 could delete ‘et al.’ 
6. Between Lines 321 and 322 : Fig. 9. B – could add ‘y’ 
to secondar as –  
‘secondary branches’ (in Y axis) 
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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?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Grace O. Tona  

Department, University & Country Ladoke Akintola University of Technology, Nigeria 

 


