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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 introduction provide sufficient background ; Introduction & conclusion focus clearly on the main point
Adequate references and resource material

Minor REVISION comments

MINOR revisions of punctuation and spelling should be made by the authors before paper publication, in order
to achieve an improved work
The conclusions can be improved

Optional/General comments

This paper presents an evaluation of Asiatic Lily (Lilium asiaticum) under Prayagraj shade Net condition. The
experiment was layout in Randomized block design (RBD) with 7 varieties, replicated thrice. The varieties
Beau Soleil was found the statistically significant compared to other varieties combination. The procedure of
Cochran & Cox was developed for the first time in the medicine and biosciences, but it seems that it began to
be applied in a fairly large scale in engineering domain. The F test is based on the theoretical distribution F
(Fisher—Snedecor).

Some diagrams of the evolution of parameters of the 7 analyzed Asiatic Lily varieties could also be shown and
then interpret the results obtained! (why not even some representative photos!)

Without wanting to be a critic, | think the article has its own values and needs only a few other minor edits.
Definitively, | think that after not very important revision it can be publish in this journal
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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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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