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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
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4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 
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Yes, it gives insight on when to plan different maize OPVs 
 
 
Suitable. Could add Seasonal component since dates of planting were also considered:  
 The Impact of seasonal and climatic variability… 
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