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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

Sentences are choppy throughout manuscript. Sentences
can be combined and will read better.

For example:

P1,L30-32..Pakistan is facing an acute shortage of edible
oil with increased demand and a decrease in production.

Citations are not numbered in the order they appear in
the manuscript. P2, L 37.. Govt of Pakistan is not listed in
citations

Basically, this paper is just a review of various aspects of
sesame breeding over a period of time. You have over 20

pages of a review and yet your discussion is only 12 lines.

Any breeder of any crop will tell you that genetic
variability and the use of correlation is key to any
successful breeding program. More discussion is needed
to explain how all these issues interact and what the
results can be.

Langham from the US has been very involved in sesame
breeding over the years and although he has worked for
a private company he has published some but I see no
reference to any of his work.

The review paper has been improved and
updated while conclusion has not need any
extradetail.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional /General comments
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