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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 
 

Good research work on the influence of 
transplanting times on the activities of some 
enzymes and secondary metabolites found in 
heat tolerant and heat susceptible rice 
genotypes. The study had provided baseline 
information and direction to farmers and 
mandate institutions on the best transplanting 
times that will trigger highest activity of the crop 
defense enzymes and compounds thus 
harnessing the growth and yield potentials of 
the genotypes for further exploitation for food 
security and income generation. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The materials and methods sections should be 
corrected in line with the identified mistakes. 
The experimental design used was not stated but 
analysis of variance was used to analyse the data 
generated.  
The layout of the experiment was not properly 
articulated in the manuscript. Please state clearly 
the number of treatments used, the number of 
replicates used, the total number of experimental 
units, the type of experimental design adopted, the 
inferential analytical tool adopted and the level of 
probability for which treatments means were 
considered to be significant.  
Few other mistakes were identified in the 
manuscripts and were pointed out using the 
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comment icons. Please authors should effects 
corrections accordingly. 
All journal cited should be written out in full and not 
abbreviated to ease cross referencing.  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Good research work. 
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