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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

Abstract

It is necessary to revise the abstract

It is necessary to revise complex sentences as they are complicated that a reader
will get lost trying to follow its meaning.

It is necessary to revise the objective of the study

It is necessary to revise the results of the study including other parameters e.g.
Leaf area and Stem girth

Keywords
It is necessary to revise the keywords

Introduction
It is necessary to revise the objective of the study

Materials and Methods

It necessary to revise study site, experimental design and data collection.

It necessary to revise steps followed to measure yield components (number of
leaves| [plant height, stem girth, and leaf ared) because it helps the reader to

better understand how each yield component is recorded.

Results
Within the paragraph of results it is necessary to present synopsis of results
direct and reasonably consistent.

Within the paragraph of results it is necessary to include the stated parameters
1. Leaf area
2. Stem girth

It is necessary to revise Tables of results and include standard error of means
Discussion

Within the paragraph of discussion it is necessary to include the stated points
direct and reasonably consistent;

e Explanation of results

e References to previous research

It is necessary to revise long sentences and use sentences with short, simple
words and phrases.

It is necessary to revise old citation and use latest citation

Within the paragraph of discussion it is necessary to include the stated
parameters

1. Cob weight per plot

2. Total yield per plot

3. Fresh weight of spinach
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\sampling/recording leaf area

L




SDI Review Form 1.6

SCIENCEDOMAIN international T

WwWww. sciencedomain.ong L
f

L)
o)

zJ

SEDDMAR

Conclusion
It is necessary to revise conclusion and interpreted in relation to the results
References

It is necessary to revise references and follow the Journal guidelines for
references.

Minor REVISION comments

Check formatting and punctuations
Check long sentences and eliminate mistakes in grammar and usage.
Revise old citation

Optional/General comments

The manuscript is very relevant and has potential but requires major revisions and
English Language Specialist before it can be published.
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/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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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