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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 
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Compulsory REVISION 
comments 
 

The authors have done a valuable job in evaluating 
the F1 hybrids developed thought self-incompatibility 
mechanism in radish. Those results are good 
reference for future studies. 

1. Line 6, 55 and 110: Use agronomic 
characteristics instead of horticultural 
characteristics. 

2. References cited by authors are too old. 
3. Where is the mean performance table 

showing the parents and the hybrids? 
4. It would be better for author to give the 

significant difference between Best-
Parent heterosis and Mid-parent heterosis 
in breeding system in the introduction. 

5. Focus on heterosis, & discussed stronger 
6. A number of typo and grammatical 

mistakes have been seen in your 
manuscript, Please try to improve the 
readability of your manuscript as 
possible. 

7. Check the title of table 6 
8. The format used for written the paper is 

best use for thesis and not a journal 
paper. The author should lay hands on 
scientific journal paper for a guide. 

1. Replaced agronomic characteristics instead 
of horticultural 

2. Tried to add recent reference and citation 
3. Mean performance table added 
4. Added significant difference of mid- Parent 

and Better –Parent 
5. Tried to improved spelling and grammatical 
6. Title of table -6  rewrite 
7. Tried to rearrange the  paper as journal 

paper 

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional /General  comments   

 


