EDITORIAL COMMENTS FORM 

	EDITORIAL COMMENT’S on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to editor’s comments

	1. The paper reports results that are useful, at a local level, providing a contribution to agriculture. Most of the suggestions from the two referees were included, which improved the overall quality of the manuscript. However, I fail to see the "statistical analysis" mentioned in the M&M section. The results from the statistical analysis must be included in the respective Tables and used to support the discussion of the results. Also, the request to "Including a short discussion on the economic or practical implications for farmers and sugar mills would strengthen the relevance of the study." must also be attended. 

Therefore, I suggest an additional revision prior to acceptance.
	1. As per the editorial comments, short discussion was included in the results and discussion part. The trials are laid out in Randomized Block Design (RBD) with three replications. The results of the given tables are statistically analysed based on the Panse and Sukhatme, 1978 and compared yield data to the checks yield. 
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