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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
In Methodology, the author can add the methods he used for calculations, in order to obtain 
the results presented in Tables 2 and 3. 
 
Table 1 is split in two, which is very strange. Please correct this. Also, there are a lot of 
additional spaces, making it very large. 
 
After Table 3 there are 7 paragraphs starting like this: “Table 3… showed/also 
showed/revealed/also revealed”. Replace with something else.  
 
“Per cent” or “%”? Decide and use only one of them. 
 
“m ha” and “mt” aren’t explained – it’s hard to understand they are “million ha” and “million 
tons”. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

http://ditdo.in/ajaees
https://www.journalajaees.com/index.php/AJAEES/editorial-policy


 

Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 
 
PART  2:  
 

 
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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 

 
Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Horoias Roxana  

Department, University & Country University of Agronomic Sciences and Veterinary Medicine, Romania 

 
 
 
 


