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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 
 

 
Title: Not clear. It should be as follows: Effect of pruning intensity on production on Fig plants in -------
----------------  
Abstract: Problem not stated. How was the data analysed? State the results of the study 
Methodology: Under study site, describe the soil type, and land use; experimental design is not clear 
especially the different pruning intensities; pruning with and without detachment. 
Statistical analysis: State whether you used Duncans or Tukeys test to separate the means 
Results: Tables and figures are not clear. For example table 1- Title is not clear, there is no title for the 
first column. What does –with rise and no rise mean? What does pruning a 5, 10, 15 mean? Which 
variable are significant in this table and at what level of significance? 
Figure 2: X axis and Y axis are labelled in a different language rather than English 
 
Recommendations are missing 
Check for spellings, spacing and grammar throughout the paper 
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