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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 
 

 
The research shows the effect of fertilization with N and P, on the traditional tuber 
of an area of Nigeria (Gombe), where some phonological and physiological 
variables with yield were evaluated, related to the harvest index. It is anticipated 
that the statistical design does not allow you to reach some statements that are 
made in the document (see observations in the document). 
Research can be a contribution to the region where it was developed but taking the 
work to another level and with statistical designs that allow better observation and 
explanation of the results obtained (that the interactions can be quantified). 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
It is necessary to review the entire document and make adjustments to the 
observations made (attached document) 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
With the inclusion of the proposed adjustments in the review, their publication is 
feasible. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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