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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 may be changed in order to be appropriate.
As including maize seedlings instead of only
maize. Find the attached comments.

In abstract Find the attached comments.

The introduction seems to be good and written
orderly.
Find the attached comments.

The Material and methods should be corrected with
strong grammatical way. Find the attached
comments.

grammatical mistakes noticed in sentence making
no mention of the best and lowest performing
parameter

values are not well interpreted

In discussion

sum sq, mean sq not brought any important
discussion

need more discussion on important aspects,
discussion must compatible with data obtained
Find the attached comments.

The conclusion must be rebuilt in brief and must
follow the significant result and overall information
from discussed experiment

Find the attached comments.

The title has change accordingly to reflect the
seedling part of the article. Also, the abstract
conclusion part has been corrected
accordingly. All the parameters in the ANOVA
table have clearly discussed.

The conclusion has been rewritten to reflect
the reviewer's comments.
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Use unit where necessary.

Please keep the manuscript free from grammatical
mistakes. Tense, subject-verb agreement etc.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

In Abstract,
Copying same sentence word for word in different
places should be avoided

Abstract has been rewritten.
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