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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 

correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 
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Compulsory REVISION comments   

Minor REVISION comments 

 

78, Mature seeds were obtained.....otherwise there will 

be variation between mature and immature seeds 

 

177_title of Table 2 should show summary of results of 

main information in 180, 182 and 184 or otherwise, split 

it into 3 distinct tables. 

  

180, 182 and  184 should be sub Tables of Table with 

respective headings clearly presented...Table 2a, Table 2b 

and Table 2c respectively 

 

196,199, 202... table 3, table 2 and table 2A should be 

presented as Table3, Table 2 and Table 2a respectively. 

Changes expected are highlighted in red. This should be 

corrected throughout the paper. 
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Research well designed and carried out. Reporting also 

meets acceptable standard. 
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