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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the 
manuscript and highlight that part in the 
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Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This manuscript is important not only for the reality of cultivation in the established regions but also in the economic 
aspect, the management of the crop and its maximum use for the benefit of farmers and the community. 
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
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points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

Needs improvement, it will be carried out as required in the review of the paper.  

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

If they are correct.  

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 

Some are recent, so the suggestions ask for current references (the last five years is better).  

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

You need to improve your language, sometimes the writing is a bit confusing. 
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