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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 research is not stated. 
2. Write up should be in Times New Roman with font size 12. 
3. The result of the soil physical and chemical properties after the experiment 

also needs to be presented in table 1.  
4. Tables are normally presented with three lines and not more. 
5. The results should be presented chronologically, taken into consideration 

the agronomic activities taken earlier. 
6. Table 3 is suppose to become earlier than table 2. i.e. growth performance 

and 50% flowering and 50% pod set. 
 

 
 
Thank you, we checked and it is not in Times New Roman, rather in Arial as 
we did, on the SDI manuscript submission template.  
 
Thank you, Yes o most of the tables are even less than three lines 
Thank you, we moved it now, but now it become far from pod numbers and 
seeds per pod. 
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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) 
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