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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.The article was presented as a review paper, but the abstract and the materials and 
methods have indicated field experiments were carried out during summer sessions 
of 2017 and 208. It needs reconciliation.  
2. The treatments as presented in the abstract is vague, the obtained results were 
not properly presented. The grammar needs to be improved from the abstract.  
3. In any case, abstract has no paragraph, and it must be in single spacing. 
4. Tables needs to have three lines not the box type presented.  
5. The conclusion is too brief.  
6. Referencing is not in tandem with what is obtained and approved in the Journal.  

We made repairs 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The author needs to clarify on the type of paper; original research or reviewed?. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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