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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 
 

ABSTRACT 
The abstract should state briefly the purpose of the research, the principal results and major message. 
This section should introduce the crop and the justification for the study after which the objective (s), materials and 
methods and the result are mentioned briefly 
INTRODUCTION 
The author did not provide an adequate background for the study. The knowledge gap was not identified and the 
justification of the study was also missing. 
MATERIALS AND METHODS 
Lots of details were omitted. This section needs to be modified because there were lots of mix ups. The data analysis 
section was too clumsy  
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
The results were not clear and concise. The discussion did not highlight the significance of the results of the 
research. 
The discussion was not in the context of the existing literature. 
The author was just listing authors with similar results. 
CONCLUSION 
The author should summarize the results in words rather than numbers and elaborate on the extent to which the 
objectives of the study were met. 
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Optional/General comments 
 

 
I have used track changes option to make some corrections and comments. The author should go through them and do the 
needful. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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