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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) 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The manuscript entitled “Effect of Planting Time on Growth and Yield of Garlic (Allium sativum L.) genotypes” has good efforts from 

author regarding the effects of Time on Growth and Yield of Garlic. The article may be accepted after clarifying the following queries. 

1. Abstract can be improved. 

2. The literature covered in introduction need to be updated with recent findings. 

3. Rephrase the objective of this work at the end of the introduction part. 

4. In materials and methods: The authors should mention investigation month with year of planting. 

5. Why the authors included old data (2009).  

6. In result and conclusion section: the authors should cite recent references. 

7. Rewrite the conclusion section informatively.  

8. Many references missing in the reference section. Check it. 

9. All the references should be change according to the journal format. 

10. This manuscript has some types of misspellings. It is imperative that these are corrected and the language should be improved. 

 
1. Already Improved 
 
2.  Improved  
 
3. It is done accordingly 
 
4. year already mentioned 
 
5. Some data updated 
 
6. some recent references included 
 
7. done 
8. Cheeked 
 
9. Already done accordingly 
 
 
10. It is now better than earlier.   
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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