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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 
 

 
I suggest that the author(s) provide references in most of the areas indicated in the 
introduction section. The introduction section was supported with enough 
references/citation. 
 
The data collection section should be reframed to show actually what was obtained 
in the field especially in the area of maize grain yield measurement against 
observation procedure reported by the author. For example, How did you take 
observation on the maize grain yield instead of measuring the grain yield? 
Indicate the analytical tool employed in your statistical analysis in your 2.3. 
 
I suggest you delete the first sentence in your results section and recast the second 
sentence as suggested in the text. 
I suggest a modification on table 1 title as to reflect the topic and what was done in 
the field. Means sum of squares which are values from the ANOVA table are not 
necessary in the table 1, rather the mean of each treatment from the various 
characters is necessary. 
 
The idea of bringing in the term “negatively and positively significant” in 3.1 is very 
confusing and should be streamlined to agree with statistical information or report. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
What forms your basis of using two replications? How many plots do you have in each 
replication? 
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