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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

I would always prefer two years of field data (only 
major criticism).  
 
Small items – Table 1. Change loam to silt 
Table 2 – Take several of the regression equations for 
plant height and plot a curve (excel?) from 3 to 6 in 
increments of 0.1 to illustrate the differences (visual is 
always nice).   
 
 
 
 
 

Table 1. Change loam to silt. The correction 
is done in the MS 

 

Table 2 – Take several of the regression 
equations for plant height  number of leaves 
and plot a curve (excel?) from 3 to 6 in 
increments of 0.1 to illustrate the differences 
(visual is always nice).   

The correction is done in the MS 

We wish to thank you for all your very 
useful observations and suggestions that 
have helped to improve the quality of this 
very relevant study.  
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