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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 

 

Line 9 : Early July instead of Early June 

Line 70: Late May instead of early May 

Line 71:Early July instead of early June 

Line 72: Fructose instead of glucose 

Line 73: 0.94 instead of 1.43 

Line 74: 0.70 instead of 1.13 

Line 96: sucrose instead of glucose 

Line 96: add glucose in front of total sugars 

Line 96: Raffinose instead of sucrose 

Line 125: liquid instead of lipid 

DONE 

Minor REVISION 

comments 

 

Line 7 : a comma between fructose and stachyose 

Line 22: crop instead of crops 

Line 48: July 9 and July 17 instead of July 17 and July 9 

Line 93: delete study 

DONE 

Optional/General 

comments 

 

Line 52: give the quantity of N,P, and K separately. instead of 112 Kg of N,P, and K  

 

1. Lot of careless mistakes are noticed in the article. 

2.  Four references were mentioned in results and discussion part. Only 

two were related to the present study. I think this is not sufficient for 

a full research article. 

3.  

The researches in oil seed crop mostly concentrated on quantity and quality of oil 

(minerals, amino acid, fatty acid and anti-nutritional factors) and seed yield. But 

this work concentrates on sugar content in sesame seed. In some countries, the 

sesame seed is used for culinary purpose apart from oil extraction. In this contest, 

studying the sugar content in sesame seed is considered interesting.    
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