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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
In this paper, author(s) have investigated/examined the impacts of mechanical damages 
caused by kneading and cutting at different induction times on the tillering, development 
and productivity of wheat.  
 
 The study is interesting and manuscript is almost structured properly, but for the 

numerous grammatical errors and poor sentence construction.  
 Suggestions/amendments have been tracked in the manuscript. 
 Statement on Lines 233 and 234 under the CONCLUSION are not acceptable as yet. 

Author(s) should make statements alluding the study to an integrated crop-livestock 
system.   
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