Editor's Comment:

The final decision for manuscript number 2017 JEAI 32574 entitled ‘Effect of soil and foliar nitrogen
application on growth, yield and quality of baby corn cultivars’ written by MP Neupane, SP Singh, U
Sai Sravan, and Abhishek Singh

Following evaluation of all documents related to the manuscript | have to ask the Authors for
explanation of some issues.

1. There is written in the title, in abstract, and in Materials and methods (Table 1) that three
cultivars (V1-V3) and six nitrogen application schedules (N1-N6) were investigated. Based on such
information | predict that three cultivars were cultivated under six nitrogen application schedules. It
should be 18 experimental variants of the research (3 x 6 = 18). The problem is that there is only 9
experimental variants on Figures and in Tables. The results concerned cultivars and nitrogen
application schedules are described (Results and Discussion) and presented separately (Figures and
Tables). So, please precisely answer to the question: under what nitrogen application schedule(s) all
three cultivars were cultivated? And the second question is: on which cultivar (V1, V2 or V3) all
experiments concerned nitrogen application schedules (N1-N6) were performed?

2. It is written in Materials and methods that experiments were conducted during two growing
seasons (2011-12 and 2012-13). So, what results are presented on Figures and in Tables? Are they
averages from two years? If yes, it should be clearly written in figures and tables. The problem is that
all error bars (SD or SE - not explained in the manuscript) are extremely low, so | guess that the
results describes in the manuscript are not averages from two growing seasons, but only from one

season. Additionally, there is no information about number of replications of the experiments and

measurements.

3. The manuscript still contains many mistakes and ambiguities:

. What does mean abbreviation/acronym DAS? It is not explained.

. It should be clearly written what was the duration of the experiments. It should be added to

Table 1 information in which day the developmental stages were reached. For example N1 — in which
day of the experiment was the stage ‘Knee high stage’. In N2 when was the ‘Tassal emergence’, etc.

. What indicate the error bars on Figures?

. Graphs on Figure 1, 2, and 3 cannot be a line graph. They must be a bar graph.

. CONCLUSION is to long.

. Two subsections are missing: COMPETING INTERESTS and AUTHORS’ CONTRIBUTIONS.

My decision is: Reconsider after additional explanation and correction.
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