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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. Abstract was not clear.  Please rewriting again for your abstract. 
2. There is no data of analysis of LOF’s content before applying of LOF. 
3. Why you choose Aren as LOF materials? 
4. What kind of Nira Aren did you used it?  Waste product or materials for sugar 

industry? 
5. What do you mean about Honest Real Different Test (HRD)? It is different from 

HSD? 
6. please write the method properly and correctly according to the procedures for 

scientific writing. 
7. How could you make a discussion without the basic data of LOF content?  
8. variables are too little for the writing of a scientific paper.  Please add another 

variable which is related to paddy production. 
9. Please describe of Mekongga?  What kind of paddy of Mekongga? 
10. Please check your references.  It is better you use scientific papers or journals as 

reference than books. 
11. Change some references older than 10 years with the new one. 
12. Please add DOI for citing in your references. 
13. Elaborate your discussion and conclusion based on your research purpose.  

 

Thank you very much for your comments. We have made revision as per 
your comments to upgrade the manuscript. 
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Could be published after revision based on my suggestion. 
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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) 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 


