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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 
 

The article needs some corrections before it can be published. The suggestions are 
indicated in the attached document. There are some issues related to statistics 
which, if fixed, can be published without any problems. The work is interesting and 
with potential application for local agriculture. It presents results of practical 
interest, therefore, it deserves to be published after corrections. 

 As we have taken one plant for the single treatment and four repetition, we 
have selected the CRD factorial, and here in Anand agricultural university, 
Anand we all followed the same design for the horticultural crops, especially 
for fruit crops.  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

It is necessary to say which statistical tests were used and which significance levels were 
adopted. 
 
 
 

The design of analysis used was Completely Randomized Design with Factorial 

concept as described by Panse and Sukhatme (1967). The significance of 

treatment differences was tested by ‘F’ test on the basis of null hypothesis. 

The appropriate standard error (S.Em±) was computed in each case.  

Coefficient of variance per cent was also worked out for all the characters. 

Optional/General comments 
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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) 
 
 

 
No, there are no ethical issues in this manuscript. 
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