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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 
 

 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The manuscript describes the influence of seed moisture and packaging material on the 
common Ennepa (white seed) bean variety in Ghana. By assessing the degree of variation 
of many biometric and physiological indicators, the results obtained allow the authors to 
draw correct and relevant conclusions. 
Generally, the article is well written, but it contains some minor errors that need to be 
corrected for publication in the Journal of Experimental Agriculture International. 
Thus, there are two spaces between some words. 
The References chapter needs to be revised carefully because sometimes the authors of 
this manuscript put a comma after the authors' names, sometimes not. Also, the year is 
placed between parentheses, but it is written again (with or without indication of the month 
of publication) at the end of some references. 
Use uniform notation for pages, pp. or p. I suggest you use pp. 
Additional suggestions are made directly in the manuscript (in line). 

 
Revised to reflect suggestions 
 
References revised taking into consideration both reviewers comments. 
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