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	PART 1: Comments

	
	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.
	The subject of the study presented by the authors is interesting and topical, with scientific and practical importance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title of the article is appropriate, in relation to the topic addressed
	

	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.
	The article Abstract is comprehensive and the keywords are representative of the article topic
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate, in accordance with the Author Guideline, Journal of Experimental Agriculture International
Scientifically, the article has a correct approach.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention
them in the review form.
	The scientific literature, to which the reporting was made, is recent and representative in the field.
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	he language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English language and the quality of the article are suitable for academic communications, and the article is accessible to readers.
	

	Optional/General comments
	1.
It is not appropriate to use bold in the Abstract, or in other chapters of the article, to write certain words or sentences.
2.
The text setting in Abstract is outside the page settings. Requires revision and correction
3.
The "@" symbol has a specific meaning.
It is recommended to use another symbol, or appropriate character.
4.
It is recommended to use an equivalent exchange currency in parentheses, to bring understanding of the content of the article to the largest possible number of readers.
5.
The text content settings in the article require revision.
6.
The positioning of tables in the article requires revision.
e.g. Table 1, Table 2
7.
It is recommended to present the meaning of "a.i." in parentheses on first use.
e.g. page 3
8.
Tables 4 and 5 are outside the page settings. Needs revision and correction
9.
The discussion of the results in the Result and Discussion chapter could be more consistent.
10.
Revision of the References chapter is recommended, to be in accordance with the Author Guideline, Journal of Experimental Agriculture International
e.g.
Some journals are written with the full title and others in abbreviated form.


The subject of the study is interesting and topical, with high scientific and practical importance. The introduction is presented correctly, in accordance with the subject.
Methodology of the study was clearly presented, and appropriate to the proposed objectives.
The obtained results are important and have been analyzed and interpreted correctly, in accordance with the current methodology. The discussions are appropriate, in the context of the results, and was conducted compared to other studies in the field.
The scientific literature, to which the reporting was made, is recent and representative in the field.
I appreciate that the article can be accepted for publication after minor corrections.
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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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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