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Compulsory REVISION comments 1. Language revision needed.
2. Introduction and discussion is not up to date. Only 3 references after 2010 Language has been revised as per the comment
were cited. Include recent references related to the present study (2015-2018)
in the introduction and discussion. References have been corrected and upgraded
3. Thereis no mention about the error bars in the figures. Even if they indicate
= S.D., itis too high (more than 40% in certain parameters) for the Figures were corrected

experimental data which is not statistically acceptable w.r.t.
biological/agricultural sciences. Provide reasons / justifications for these
high level of variation within the treatments. If, S.E.M. — unacceptable.

4. Statistical components were not well addressed.
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