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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 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Some references were not used in the paper...either assign them or remove those 
references. 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Firstly I appreciate the author for taking the real time experimental work for growth 
and yield of Marigold. This experiment was conducted at Agricultural Engineering 
College and Research Institute, Kumulur, Trichy. As most of us know the juice 
obtained from the marigold leaves is used to soothe wounds, carbuncles and 
earache. Also marigold is also used for r the poultry industry, as  the main source of 
pigment as a feed additive for intensifying the yellow color of egg yolks, broiler skin 
The author had concluded the paper use of growing media significantly increased 
the growth, yield and yield contributing characters in marigold under the protected 
environment. Plants under soil + coirpith 100% ETc had higher yield and water use 
efficiency 
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