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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 1. The author needs to go through and check the
references properly since from my observation,
it is not properly done. The reference ought to
be written on the reference page as cited in the
text. Numbers alone should be cited in the text
in most cases, giving the names of authors and
full reference on the reference page. NCR (18)
appears not to be on the reference page.

2. The author needs to present a clearer materials and
methods- clearly showing the component of each
treatment. The number of treatments used in these
experiments is also not clear.

Minor REVISION comments Maintain same decimal places in the tables
(preferably, 2 decimal places)

Optional/General comments Generally, the study is worthwhile.
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