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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

Title:

The title is too long. Authors should submit a shorter title.
Abstract:

Authors should submit the summary, the objectives of the work
and the conclusions based on the objectives.

Introduction:

Standardize throughout the text:

kg ha1;... 66 g / day / capita (66 g day! capital) ..

It is not common to cite the title in the introduction ... delete the
lines 103-106 and enter the hypotheses of the work clearly.
MATERIALS AND METHODS

2.3. climatic

No information was presented ...

2.5 Statistics

Very confusing .. authors should rewrite more clearly and
succinctly.

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Authors should rewrite the item results and discussion in a
unified way. There are items and duplicate information. There
is no padronizdo the presentation of the units of measurement
of the data.

In the way the tables were constructed not allow the
understanding of results. And compare them in the written text.
The authors should provide a clear and objective conclusion. .
The conclusions should answer the hypotheses and objectives
of the study.

Needful | have done

Needful | have done

Needful | have done

Climatic information given in table-1

Disagree with reviewer comments

Needful | have done

Minor REVISION comments

Optional /General comments
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