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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Research is actually a good work. but the planning and method is wrong. Two places 
and two years were used in the trial. In two years, different trials have been tried for 
one year. In fact, the experiment in the same place would have to be tried for two 
years. This situation should be explained why. No description. The properties 
examined in the research conducted in two different places are not the same. In an 
article, the same features can be given in different places and if they are used in the 
same year. This is a big mistake. Therefore, this article should be redesigned. 
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