
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 

Journal Name: Current Journal of Applied Science and Technology   

Manuscript Number: Ms_CJAST_44880 

Title of the Manuscript:  
DISCERNING OF BIOLOGICALLY PROFICIENT RICE AND MAIZE  BASED CROPPING SEQUENCES IN CENTRAL PLAIN ZONE OF UTTAR PRADESH 

Type of the Article Original Research Article 

 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline) 
 

 
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 
 

 
The article is based on field experiment. 
Title and abstract are appropriate to the study. 
Sufficient background information is given in the introduction section with defined 
objective. 
Appropriate methods and procedures were followed, however need to give formulae 
of different indices. Also it is mentioned that the experiment was conducted during 
2010-2017, but not matched with data presented, hence it should be clarified. 
Results were nicely presented in form of tables and graphs and thoroughly 
interpreted. Market price of produce of each crop should be mentioned. Economics 
should be worked out. 
Discussion is scientific and supported with available evidences. 
Conclusion is sound having practical utility. 
References are not as per the guidelines. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Indicated in the manuscript. 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Economics should be given with market price of produce. 
 
 

 

 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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