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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Abstract should always be in single lines. 
2. Etc. should be avoided as much as possible. 
3. Type of research needs to be indicated. 
4. There should be uniformity in the write up such as plant-1 and ha-1. 
5. All discussion(s) should be followed by the relevant table. 
6. Tables up to four were discussed but not presented well. They should be 

moved to their proper place i.e. after every discussion on the table. The 
tables should be in three lines. 

7. The figures were not discussed.  
8. Reference should come last where there are no appendices.  
9. The references should be numbered and the corresponding numbers should 

appear it the text. But if the style is acceptable by you, then ok. 
10. Reconcile, are they cultivars or variety?. 
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