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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)
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6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
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the content.

While the work is good, the manuscript is poorly written. Careless pasting of paragraphs
could be observed. Too many errors of writing distracted the reader from concentrating on

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

No.

Optional/General comments

observations, methods of observation and pooling of data).

The materials and methods lack clarity. Unnecessary elaboration about crop husbandry is provided
but enough details of the experiment regarding treatment imposition and data recorded are not
provided (botanicals: preparation, application method, frequency of application; duration of
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