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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

This manuscript is written based on ordinary research. The results are clear as expected but
this manuscript is important for the scientific communities for similar experiment from other
parts of the world. The data presentation is good but contains redundancy. The explanation

of the reason behind the treatment effects is absence, the author tended only on mentioning
the best treatment.

There are several suggestions | can write here:

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 1. Objective is not found. Please clearly mention the objectives in Abstract or
Introduction or Materials and Methods.
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 2. Redundancy must be avoided. Please check:
Data for Figs 1 and 2 is the same as those in Table 2.
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of Data for Fig 3 and Table 2 are the same.
additional references, please mention in the review form. Also, datain Fig 4 and Table 4.
Please use one type or data presentation, use either in table or in figure!
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 3. Please insert one additional column after TREATMENT column in Tables 1, 2, 3, dan
additional suggestions/comments) 4 to include shot explanation on T1 through T-9. This will increase the readability of
these tables.
4. Column Symbolsin Table 1is better to be deleted. You actually used notation T1 —
T9 more rather than the symbols with T1 - TO.
5. Reference is too thin, containing only 16 publications, only 3 of them are current.
Please enrich the reference with enough relevant dan current publications.
6. Mention the complete words of RDF the first time it appears.
7. Arrange keywords alphabetically, do not use words already used in title.
Minor REVISION comments
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly Yes, itis

communications?

Optional/General comments
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