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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 
 

 
1. No paragraph in abstract. The write up should be in Times New Roman with 

Font Size 12 as corrected. 
2. Only scientific names should be in italics.   
3. Research write out should be reportage, no need of using present tense as 

applied in the write up. It should be corrected all through. 
4. Seeds are sown not planted. 
5. Plant height of maize is measured from the base to the last flag leaf before 

tasselling. 
6. All write up needs to be justified. From lines 185 – 229 was left out. 
7. All tables should be in three lines.  

 
The authors agree with the necessary corrections. All requests were changed 
in the text and duly marked in yellow. 
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