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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

Only mineral nutrition affected the yield, why the plant hormone cannot affect
flowering and yield?

There is no explanation why you used 40 gr N/m? on this experiment, also the
explanation you used 25 and 40 ppm of I1AA.

In vegetative and floral characteristics, why only Flower stem diameter was
affected by plant hormone. Please explain it.

Please explain how to measure the variables more detail.

The differences on variables were only by cultivars not by mineral nutrition
and plant hormone. Please explain it.

Please check your title. It was not appropriate with your result. Please
considered it.

Most of your references were too old (more than 10 years). Please change it
with the new one.

Discussion not so deep. Please change it.

Elaborate your method more precisely and add some information about
mineral nutrition such as the N you used from Urea or what else? IAA did you
use for pure analysis or other form?

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

Please revised it before published
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