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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 
 

Author need to give rational for choosing the varieties. 
 
What is the evidence that wheat varieties are genetically diverse? 
If not then we can write varieties not genotypes. 
 
In the Introduction author need to the %  use of the varieties in 
Bangladesh. 
 
Varieties behave differently (positively/negatively) for different 
application of manures and fertilizers. So provide reference that 
the applied concentration  is optimum for the growth. 
 
Justify why not PYT-12 is better. Its parameter are very much 
comparable to BARI Gom 25/PYT15. 

I agree with you sir for all comments 
that you have mentioned. I have 
made all the necessary corrections in 
revised copy of the paper. 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Discussion is very weak and more justification is required. 
 

I agree with you sir for all comments 
that you have mentioned. I have 
made all the necessary corrections in 
revised copy of the paper. 
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