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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The manuscript is accepted with minor changes. It has scientific quality, good 
support statistical and the parameters evaluated were adequate. Few errors were 
founded during the revision.   
In all manuscript write Dhan no dhan 
Title:  
is ok 
Abstract: 

1. Add experimental design and replicates. 
2. Little corrections were done in the manuscript. 

Introduction: 
1. Add the economic importance (yield, annual production and production value) of 

rice production in Bangladesh. 
2. To write the objective of this experiment. 
3. Little corrections were done in the manuscript. 

Materials and Methods: 
1. To write the main agronomic characteristics of three rice varieties used in this 

experiment (BRRI Dhan 56, 57 and 62). 
2. To add Statistical analysis: (computer package program and means separation test 

and probability level. 
3. Some corrections were done in the manuscript.  

Results and discussion: 
1. Is ok, Figures and Table are clear.  
2. Little corrections were done in Table 1. 

Conclusion: 
Is ok 
Reference: 

1. Is ok. Only the reference Sachdev et al., 1991 cited in results and discussion (grain 
yield) section is missing in the reference list.  

2. Little corrections were done in the manuscript. 
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