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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 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

8, 15: Should pigeon pea or percent be written 
separately? Confirm and apply in entire text 
21:Revise the sentence 
43-44:..as against...... 
52:Revise the sentence 
55:Read through and revise 
72:Cancel ꞌbyꞌ 
75-76:Delete these two lines 
82:Revise the sentence 
102:Replace gram with grain 
154:Replace on with at 
155: Insert...was most effective 

1. We authors’ are highly obliged for the 
valuable corrections made by the 
reviewer. 

2. Recommended corrections have been 
made in the manuscript and that part 
has been highlighted with yellow 
colour. 

3. The word pigeonpea is always written 
together while per cent is written as 
such, hence the recommended 
correction has not been made. 

Optional/General comments 
 

  

 
 
 
 
 
 


