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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 

 
1. It is advisable to change the title of the 

paper, keeping the meaning,  

2. More references should be sited in the 

INTRODUCTION section, to accentuate the 

actuality of the research topic; 

3. No references are used under materials and 

methods;  

4. Conclusion (4.0) section should be enlarged, 

comprising all researches carried out. Much 

work has been done, and all results should 

be concluded in this section.  

 

The title of the manuscript have been changed to 

‘’Genetic variability and performance evaluation 

of exotic rice varieties in a Nigeria agro-ecology’’ 

 
More references have been added to the 
introduction section. 
 
The reference cited in the materials and 
methods have been deleted. 
 
The conclusion section had been expanded 
as suggested by the reviewer. 
 
 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

 

 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

 

The paper is good and written well except for some 

minor mistakes which after rectification can be 

published.  

 

 

 

 


