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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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 
 

 
Author need(s) to rework the abstract to capture: Introduction, objective of work, 
methodology, results (with brief discussion), conclusion and future direction.  
 
The author(s) should, in the last paragraph of the introduction state the significance 
of the research. 
 
The Materials and Methods section should be enriched with images of the 
experimental set-up. 
 
The results can be better discussed with reference to more recent works. The author 
needs to do more than mere presentation of results. 
 
The reference materials used in the work are old. There is need for the author(s) to 
update the reference materials. 
 
The conclusion section of the works should be able to stand alone. It should be the 
summary of the findings of the research. So, the author(s) should revisit the section 
and provide readers with information about the future of the research. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Equations used should be numbered as suggested in the manuscript and adequate 
reference should be made to them in the text as suggested. 
 
Author(s) should be consistent in the use of “space” between parameters and their units 
(e.g. 25 kg and not 25kg)  

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The work appears very important and great for food sufficiency. However, it is scanty. It will 
be better if the materials and methods and discussion sections can be enhanced to reflect 
the significance of the research. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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