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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 
 

 
 
 
An excellent study that highlights the shortcomings faced of experienced 
agriculture and allows a fine-tuning between technology and production to 
begin. 
Proper and sustainable cultivation of livingstone potatoes that stand out in 
the field of food can reduce the worsening of hunger in the future. 

It can be published after correcting the indicated errors. 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
The data indicated in the tables and the text reference are the same, clearly 
communicating the effects of the doses tested. 
Acceptance of corrections / recommendations in the bubbles is not mandatory, just a 
comment. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Aside from minor flaws, it’s a great study.  
By inserting the missing authors, it will be a great publication among the articles written in 
crop production. 
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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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