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Where used in all the text, check et al., for appropriateness in 
format. See Kumari et al., 2008 and Nahar et al 2011. The 
latter missed a full stop and a comma as seen in the former. 
Also see Akande et al 2011 line 60 etc. 
 
Line 50: Castor plant is generally produced from seed and 
the time from planting to emergence was found 50 to vary in 
between 7 – 23 days. 
 
See line 55: Novero and Jamiri 2012 comma missing before 
2012 also see Cheema and Abrar 2000 line 191 etc. 
 
Line 199 Materials and Method. Insert (S) in materials.  
 
Since the research was carried out under a controlled 
environment, can the condition for RCBD be met? Why not 
CRD? 
 
With 4 treatment replicated 4 times, the error degree of 
freedom will be too small to ensure precision 
 
Line 255: Remove (s) from Discussion. 
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 Noted and corrected (followed he journal style) 

 
 Inserted S in material  

 
under controlled condition the plant which are 

located at the end/side of the rack may not get 

the same intensity of light compared to those 

placed at the centre, so RCBD could be used,  

 

In my opinion it is acceptable 

 

 

Removed S from discussion 
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Full justification for the reference section.  
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