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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 
 

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