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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 
 

 
Improvements are necessary in the writing up and presentation of findings. 
 
I suggest a few graphical support. 
 
The use of recent references could greatly contribute to the quality of the work, specially in the 
introduction and in the discussion of yours results. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
In Materials and Methods:  
Line 2: 2020. 
Line7: DAP (000/ha): I did not understand this zero. I think need values of parameters. This 
show up in many parts of the text. 
Brix: line3: Temperature at 20°C. 
Pol: Line3: 4mg? I think is 4 mg. 
I think references 2 and 3 are incomplete 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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