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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
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3. Yes 
 
4. Yes, however it is suggested that in the “Methods and Materials” section, the field 
experimental area based on RCBD with three replications maybe presented in a ‘figure-
drawing’ with the dimensions to present the 12 unit plots and the distances between the 
replications and be labelled as treatment1,2.3 and so on.. Some pictures of the 
preparations may help in the visualization of the experimental area. And since ANOVA and 
DMRT was used in the analysis of data, it is very important that in the Results and 
Discussion, more data maybe presented in the form of Tables. The presentation in the 
analysis maybe enriched by thoroughly presenting with the aid of some pictures of the 
field, yield per treatment, etc. 
 
5. Yes, but it has to show more supporting discussions. 
 
6. Yes 
 
Pictures of harvested crops per treatment maybe included to support the results and 
discussions, most especially it is an experimental design with three replications, 
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