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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 paper was performed following a correctly performed experiment. The abstract of the 
paper is concise and presents well the experimental framework and the conclusions 
obtained. The introduction is based on the consultation of some papers on the topic. The 
discussion of the experimental results is extensive, being made by comparison with data 
from the consulted literature. The value of the paper would increase if the results were 
interpreted statistically. In the paper are presented only averages for the characters 
studied. It would be necessary, at least one application of the analysis of variance for the 
experimental data obtained. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

I recommend, if possible, that at least variance analysis be applied to the experimental data 
obtained, this would increase the scientific value of the paper. It is up to the editorial staff to 
decide whether this will be done. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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