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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  
Include the references. A major revision is needed. Introduction 

• Rephrasing of the information and inclusion of the references/sources is recommended. 
• Avoid repetition of information. The same contents of paragraphs must merge into one. 
•    Materials and methods 
• Detailed or brief information on how did the parameters gathered is needed. The sources/references 

are strongly needed to include. 
•    Results and discussion 
•    The different parameters can be divided accordingly, i.e., growth, yield, and quality. 
•    Remove the column, Notation. 
•    Differences (letter intonation) must be included. 
•    Statistical analysis should be considered and apply appropriately. 

Conclusion and Abstract 
• Conflicting of the best variety. In Abstract V5 is the suitable, but in the Conclusion is different. 
•    Revision of the Conclusion and Abstract is strongly recommended. 
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