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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 
 

The manuscript is accepted with minor changes. It is scientific quality, good statistical support and the 
variables evaluated were adequate. This study is complete and has importance for okra grower in 
Nigeria. Only little errors were found during the revision.  
 
Title: 
Is ok, 
 
Abstract: 
Is ok, only Lines 20 and 22 write 0.00plants/m2 and 395.00 plant/m2 and 88.33 plants/m2. 
 
Introduction: 
Is ok, only there are little errors in references:  
Line 72 Reference Melifonwu, 1999 or Melifonwu, 1994. And Iyagba et al, 2013 or Iyagba et al.,2012  
Line 78 Reference Priyono Suryanto, 2007 or Priyono et al., 2017. 
 
Materials and methods: 
Are ok, only little errors were found. 
Line 93 write 21th. 
Line 27 write 27°C 
Line 98. Reference is Nwankwo and Ehirim, 2010 or Ehirim and Nwankwo, 2010. 
Line 109. Write Emerald no emerald. 
Line 117. Write 111,111 
 
Results: 
Is ok, only to correct little errorslike: 
Title of Table 3, 4 and 5 write 2015 and 2016 not 2014 and 2015 
In all section write weed density like (plants/m2) not (no.m2)  
 
Discussion: 
Is ok 
Line 311. Reference is Oroka et al., 2016 or Oroka and Omovbude, 2016   
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Conclusion: 
Is ok 
 
References: 
Are ok, only line 372 write Chikoye D. not D. Chikoye  
 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 

 

 
PART  2:  
 
 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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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