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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

Minor REVISION comments 1. Why was yield presented on a fresh weightbasis?2. Why is it that all figures and tables are followedby ANOVA table?Kindly construct ONE table to account for thevariances in all the variables
1. Sweet corn yield must be presented on afresh weight basis because the fresh earis the marketable product.2. Our format (one ANOVA table for eachfigure and table) is better becauseinteractions can be discussed in eachresult sections. If we construct only onetable, data and interactions would bespatially separated.

Optional/General comments The manuscript is well written and data well presentedIt can be published subject to addressing these and otherreviewers’ comments


