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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	AWD concept is widely studied, but yet lack practical implications. The study can further highlight the importance of this concept.
The study lacks proper material and methods section. It can be further improvised with proper sub-headings.

The graphs in results section lack proper statistical application. Recommended to use error bars in the graphs for proper conveying.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title seems fine
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Abstract must be rewritten. It should have 2-3 lines of overview of study with introduction. Aviod sentence “This study conducted in the School of Agricultural Sciences, KITS,” instead mention place of study. “Randomized Block Design (RBD) with eight different treatments, each replicated three times.” Must have atleast 150-200 words.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. But its scientific standard can be further improvised.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Reference section is upto date, but avoid citing references older than 10 years.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study conducted is well known. It could have been further improvised by additional parameters relevant to the concept. But, the manuscript can be accepted for publication after incorporating the suggested revisions in the previous sections.
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