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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 
 

Need consistent line spacing and font size throughout the document. 
Label the “control” treatment like the others; ex. “T-4”. 
State the P-value used to analyse the data. Ex. P<0.05. 
What are the application rates of each treatment? 
Table 1 needs to be reformatted. The way it’s presented now is unacceptable. You 
may be able to create several tables out of this. 
Include a picture of the control treatment in Figure 1 (this was done in Figure 5). 
Consult the journal template to see how they want their tables formatted. 
Figures 6, 7, 8, and 13 need to be reformatted to clearly show values. 
Stick to one design for all of the figures. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Grammatical issues throughout the paper need to be addressed.  

Optional/General comments 
 

This is a very interesting paper and well written. The authors have evidently spent a great 
deal of time with both the experiment and the subsequent paper. With a few formatting and 
other changes, this paper should be ready for publication. 
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