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 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 
 

Rewrite the title to reflect the 
moisture regime, rainfed and 
irrigation. 
 
Rewrite the methodology section 
and clearly state how you 
determined the sugarcane quantity 
and quality parameters. 
 
Redraw the graphs and insert the 
label axis including the error bars to 
show statistical levels 
 
Sugarcane weights were less than 
10 t/ha. Is it really economical to 
cultivate sugarcane in the region of 
study?  
 
See comments in the text shown in 
track changes and address 
appropriately 
 
Clearly state the cropping cycle e.g. 
plant crop or ratoon 

I don’t think is necessary in the 
topic 
 
It has been effected 
 
 
 
It has been effected 
 
This site is an experimental site 
within the university, not on-farm 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Include sub sections e.g. study site, 
experimental description, measured 
parameters and statistical analysis 
 
Replace the old literature < 1999 with 
literature > 2000 
 
Include section on acknowledgements  
 
State in the methodology the reason 
for using compound fertilizer NPK 
20:10:10 and not any other 

It has been effected 
 
 
 
 
 
 
It has been included in the 
methodology 

Optional/General comments Insert weather data during the study 
period 

The climatic condition and soil 
description for the experimental 
site has been included 

 
 

 


