
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

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

 
Journal Name: Asian Journal of Biochemistry, Genetics and Molecular Biology  
Manuscript Number: Ms_AJBGMB_46170 
Title of the Manuscript:  

Heritability and correlations for agronomic and physiologic traits of maize under deficit irrigation at two growth stages   

Type of the Article Original Research Article 
 
 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline) 
 

 
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 
 

Line 176 : Correct symbol of as σ2
gs  

Line 180, 181 : Correct symbol of as σ2
ph 

Line 201, 223, 281, 291, 294 :  Remove bracket from Table 2, 3,6,7, Figures 1, 2  
Line 255: The values r = 0.967 and 0.983 are not seen in Table 5. In fact GYPF is not   
                  there. Correct accordingly. 
Line 257, Table 5 : Put ' 0 ' before correlation values e.g. 0.114, 0.361 etc 
Line 380 : It should be stay green not stay grain 
Line 496  6: It should be Falconer D. S. 1981 
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