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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

What is the fundamental reason for using Randomized Complete Block Design
(RCBD) with split-split-plot arrangement of treatments replicated three times!
May be you can use another design!!!! It could be interesting to explain why you
prefer this design!

Line 42to 76
Where did-you inspire? From literature? Please indicate an author.

Very interesting result, but the discussion is not strong! It must be documented

Authors very much appreciate the comments of the reviewers. We tried to
improve the quality of the manuscript based on the thoughtful comments of
the reviewers. We have thankfully acknowledged the contribution of the
reviewers in the acknowledgement section of this manuscript.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

No working in this topic on 20177 2018?
Please the discussion could be documented by some references from 2017 or 2018!
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