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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Good Introduction 
What is the fundamental reason for using Randomized complete block design? 
May be you can use another design!!!! It could be interesting to explain why you 
prefer this design! 
 
 
 
 
 
It’s could be interesting to locate Experimental Location 
in the map! 
 
 
Paragraphs Nursery management  and Preparation of experimental field and crop 
husbandry practices . Where did you found the methodology ? From literature? Please 
indicate an author 
 
 
 
 
Very  interesting result, but the discussion must be documented 
 
 
 

 
 
In basic biometry, experiments where we anticipated huge variation (edaphic, 
rainfall, temperature and relative humidity) we block so that experimental 
errors could be minimized. The design for such studies is RCBD. The study 
area could be exposed to many variations which could adversely affect 
validity and accuracy of data and results. 
 
We have difficulty downloading the map online for the study area. Please 
remember we provided the latitudes and longitudes for easy identification 
 
Not from literature. Detailed description of materials and methods is 
recommended in scientific writing so that similar work could be reproduced 
anywhere, anytime. There were no authors, we gave our on description.  
 
Documentation of discussion is relevant. Our results were compared to 
findings in existing literature. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
No working in this topic on 2016? 2017? 2018? 
Please the discussion could be documented by some recently references  

 
 
There are lot of agronomic works on pepper but not on seed quality 
parameters especially in connection with planting dates. The available 
references are what we used in this study. 
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