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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 
 

 
1. Type of article. Thought it is researched article. 
2. All botanical names should be in italics.  
3. The topic needs to be re-corrected by removing the red highlights.  
4. No paragraph in abstract. 
5. Check your tenses.  
6. Dates when information was retrieved from the web should be indicated at 

reference section. 
7. That ref. no. 1 looks too long. 1972. There is latest information on the crop. 
8. Tables are should be in three lines. 
9. The results need to be rechecked, it seems not flowing.  
10. Every discussion should be followed by its table. 
11. Nothing is said about fig I. 

 

Thank you very much for your meticulous checking.  We have done the 
corrections. 
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The tense needs to be thoroughly checked. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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