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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 

 

1. Some suggestions were shown on pdf. 

2. ın material and method section; it is said that, 

experiments were established in 2011 and harvest was 

done in 2011. When the text was investigated,  it was 

understood that  F pratense was harvested in 2011 and 

2012. It shoul correct. 

 

3. ın material and method section; it was not determined 

clearly which growth stage of plant was harversted.  

4. statistical analysis method  was not explained in 

details.  

5. table 2 is complex. 

6. in table 4, 5, 6 and 7, letter was not written according 

to Tukey test. Only LSD value was given in table as foot 

note. you should give letter in table according toTukey 

test. If you want, you should give LSD values as a foot 

note.  

7.  when I saw  LSD  values, ı understood that some 

interaction was found statistically significant. When 

interaction was found statistically significant, interaction 

should be discussed instead of main effect. Thus, in 

results and discussion section shoul be reviewed.  

The error has been corrected. 
 
All comments from reviewer have been 
taken into account 

Minor REVISION comments 
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