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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 
 

The study presented in this paper is of applicational value. The methodology and the 
scope of this manuscript is fitting to be published. However, the manuscript itself is 
poorly prepared. Thus, I would like to see the following issues addressed before the 
manuscript can be published,  
 
The English need to be improved, at least the author should make a decent effort to 
get rid of spelling error. 
The formatting must be uniform, such as indents and alignments 
Please summarize the table to bar charts. 
Please add a section to briefly explain how the potential variables in the studies 
were controlled: does the different method employed different farming machines? 
Please include a section on the assessment of the potential errors in the 
measurement.  
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Use same font in the manuscript.  
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