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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

Records of Agronomic Measurements 
Lines 107 to 111. Provide hours and temperature used 
for shoot oven dry before weighing.   
 
Lines 116-117. Indicate whether harvestable area or 
the tagged ones were used for pod weight and pod 
yield.  
 
REFERENCE: 
Willey (1977) was in text but was not referenced. 

Adequately addressed 
 
 
 
Already indicated in lines 112 -113 
 
 
 
Added to the reference 

Optional /General  comments 
 

The research work was carefully done, introduction 
was good with enough argument and adequate 
authority to support the arguments raised.  
Materials and methods was neatly calved out, tables 
were clear and it can be understood by young 
scientists. 
Discussions were sound and was well related to other 
research work.  

 

 
 
 
 


