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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 Accept manuscript for publication after minor revision isdone as suggested below.
1. TitlePage 1; Line 2-5: The title expresses in clear terms theessence of the research but it is somewhat wordy.
2. AbstractPage 1; Line 10-11: The abstract is rather lengthy withover 380 words, please shorten accordingly.
3. IntroductionPage 3; Line 17: Grammar suggestion:” …….importantstaple food for more…..” Overall, the introduction is wellpresented and the objective clearly state.
4. MethodologyPage 7; Line 129: Grammar suggestion: “regrowth ofmaize was portioned as follows”
5. Statistical AnalysisThe right software is used which providesadequate means of comparing data generated

Title has been reviewed

Abstract reduced to 269 words

Grammar suggestion  accepted

Grammar suggestion  accepted
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ResultsPage 7-8; Lines 148-171: Rewording of thissection will make easier to read and understand.The words ‘however’ and ‘similarly’ have beenover-used and an instance misplaced e.g. Lines148-151. However, tables and figures arementioned appropriately for clearunderstanding.

Suggestion accepted

Minor REVISION comments
Optional/General comments


