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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 
 

The “Abstract” should all be in one paragraph and not indented. I would take “Factorial” out of the RBD 
explanation. 
Paragraphs should contain at least three sentences. 
State all objectives of research at the end of the “Introduction”. 
Explain and spell out what “RDF” means before using the abbreviation throughout the text. 
Give the N-P-K amounts of each fertilizer used; ex. Urea 46-0-0 (N-P2O5-K20). 
Write full paragraphs rather than indenting headings in “Materials and Methods”. 
Need more detail on the statistical analysis used. 
What sugar are you investigating? Glucose? If so, this needs to be mentioned prominently. 
Format all tables according to journal specifications. 
If no significant interactions were observed for all parameters, then there is no need to display them in a 
table. 
State justification for further research at the end of the “Conclusion”.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Formatting (line spacing, indentation and headings) need to be consistent and adapted to journal specifications.  

Optional/General comments 
 

This is a well written paper with minor issues which can be easily resolved. The author(s) evidently took time and 
great care into the research. 
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