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The study was conducted in a professional manner 

and it is very relevant to the needs of farmers. 

However there are some sections that need to be 

modified in order for the manuscript to be of good 

quality and attain a high standard.  The materials and 

methods section, as well as discussion sections need 

a major serious revision.  The author did not clearly 

explain the meaning of the ratios that were used e.g. 

1:3, 3:1, 1:1 etc.  These ratios must be clearly 

explained so that the end-user of this information 

have a better understanding.  The discussion section 

is rather weak with author repeating the result 

rather that explaining all the possible reasons behind 

the results. 
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My final suggestions are that the manuscript be sent back 

to the author for some form of corrections and 

modifications of certain sections and do the necessary 

corrections as highlighted on the attached text. 
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