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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 

 

 

This paper is informative and well written but some 

results need to be  elaborated 

 

 

Major REVISION comments 

 

Line: 93: “…the values of vectors of ideal points, max and 

worst…” need more explanations. 

 

Line 96: “…to convert all units and make it the same.”: 

sentence need to be re written.  

 

Line 101-107: STD AND ACT are not clear, needs to be 

clearly defined.  

 

Line 129: “plant height had the highest direct effect on 

number of grains per panicle.”  This can’t be generalized. 

 

Line 149: table 2: How can Criteria weight be evaluated 

for the traits calculated?  

 

Line 162-164) The definition of the “ideal distance” or Lp 

is not clear, needs to be clarified. 

 

 

The references are poor and do not usually meet the 

required information mentioned in the manuscript. Most 

of them do not have publication date.  

 

 Some references are not mentioned in the text. Line 202, 

247, 258, 266.  
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Optional/General comments 

 

 

Direct effect, indirect effect, total effect, criteria weight 

for evaluated traits, relative distance, and compromised 

distance are not clearly defined. 

 

This article does not mention the effect of stresses. 

 

In the other way I think that only two (2) seasons are not 

enough to conclude. 
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