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Compulsory REVISION 

comments 
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Abstract: line 14, identified should be correctly spelled. 
Materials and Method: line 66. CRBDA: please write in full. Abbreviations should be written 
in full at first use. 
Results: Lines 101 to 119, some of the results were reported using this phrase; the longest 
vines “were given by”. The sentence should be the longest vines “were observed in”. Please 
change that phrase where ever it is used wrongly. Because you are reporting your 
observations. 
Line 122: UYT 89/02677 gave the highest; please change to UYT 89/02677 “produced” the 
highest. 
Discussion: line 138; please note the use of punctuation. 
Conclusion: the author concluded by saying that UYT89/02602 has the highest numbers of 
tuber, he further stated that UYT89/02677 recorded the superior performance in two 
characters: vine length and number of tubers per plant. Please reconcile the two statements, 
because they are contradicting each other. 
Line 173: This will release the risk of traveling to far places for yam products. Please change 
to; This will reduce the risk of traveling to far places for yam products. 
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