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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
ABSTRACT 

1. Abstract should be reframed capturing (Topic, Aims, Methods, results as well as 
conclusion).  

2. P-Value has not been captured in the abstract 
 
INTRODUCTION 
Introduction should address the topic giving a full background, problems statement as well as 
justification of the study  
 

 
 
 
Corrected 
 
 
 
Made revision 

Minor REVISION comments 
 METHODOLOGY 

1. General information about the study area should be captured (Coordinates, Weather 
and Climate, Soil and Vegetation, Rainfall and Temperature) 

2. Methodology should clearly specify sampling procedure employed, tools (e.g height) 
for data collection and statistical analysis applied to variables 

3. LSD and DMRT: is it possible to have two different post hock tests? If it is not, adopt 
only one. 

RESULTS 
1. Table 3: Maintain either Neem or Azadiractin 
2. CV is very high? (table 3 & 4) 
3. The data used in table 3 is count data. Was the data transformed before carrying out 

the analysis? If yes explain that in just few lines 

CONCLUSION 

Recast your conclusion: it should capture only major findings (do not repeat abstracts or figures 
in the results) 

REFERENCES 
Check Authors Guidelines for correct referencing format 

1. In-text citations are numbered in brackets….[1], [2],[3] ……. 
2. Any number in the text must corresponds to the same number in the reference list    
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