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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 
 

Manuscript ID: Ms_AJAHR_45484 
The manuscript titled ‘Growth and Yield Benefit of Cabbage as Influenced by Nutrients 
and Leaf Plucking’ reports about the growth, yield and economic return of cabbage under 
different treatments such as application of different Nitrogen doses and leaf plucking. 
Current study will improve the understanding of cabbage growing community regarding 
their production and effect of different doses of Nitrogen fertilizers and leave plucking 
process in a very important vegetable crop used for human diet. However, the manuscript 
still needs improvement and could be accepted for publication after the incorporation of 
below suggestion and comments: 
  
There are numerous grammatical and technical mistakes throughout the manuscript. 
Therefore, authors should check and correct the whole manuscript accordingly. All the 
changes, suggestions and comments are given in the form of track changes in word file.   
 

Thanks you for your comments. 
Manuscript is corrected as per comments. 
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As above 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
As above 
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