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Compulsory REVISION comments Thanks ,you really encourage me | am trying my best next year | will publish
my new Article of Bt cotton with scientific background because | am student of

Really interesting paper! | hope it is published. It will garner lots of attention. biotechnology | am doing my best to getting great results,

Minor REVISION comments Thanks for your review ,

Small typos and grammar problems: for example:
1. Top of page 3; “Found in 1992” should be “Founded in 1992”
2. Page 3, first paragraph, 8" line down: “IR-FH-901 requires less number of sprays”
should be “IR-FH-901 requires fewer number of sprays”
3. Page 3, second paragraph, line 2; “IR FH901 was not genetically uniformed
because of doing 3 backcrosses instead of 6.” Should be “IR FH901 was not
genetically uniformed as only 3 backcrosses were performed instead of 6.”
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