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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 
 

 
Abstract : 
The Abstract should start with the paragraph 
The present investigation was carried out to optimize  the effectiveness— 
2.Introduction 
It must be reduced considerably.  
The factors controllling tuberization is well documented.  
So, one paragraph is on the importance of potato crops.  
The second paragraph deals with the various methods of production  
Of potato minitubers.  
The third paragraph on the aim of the present  
Investigation.  
3 please , reduce the materials and methods.  
4.reduce the discussion 
5.add seperate paragraph for CONCLUSION.  
6.Refs. 
Refs must be reduced to those directly related.  
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The investigation is excellent and worthy of publication.  
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