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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 
 

 
Overall, the rationale and scientific methods used were well explained and good but 
i will advise that this manuscript be given to English editor to improve its quality 
more. 
 
Materials and Methods 
Since the hybrids were grown at different planting years,  A Bartlett’s homogeneity  
test need to be done to show if there is common variance before the data can be 
pooled together for joint analysis 
 

 
Ok noted 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Results and Discussion 
When there is significant difference between or among treatments, the science and 
logic behind it has to been well explained in line with what other researchers have 
done. This has not been well explained.5 
 
All other comments were in the manuscripts. The authors should attend to it all in 
order to improve the manuscript. 
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