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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 
 

 
1. There are many grammatical errors in the manuscript, I suggest the authors take 

their time to check it very well or send to a native English speaker to help address 
them. 

2. The materials and methods section is very scanty. The authors should specify the 
procedures they used to assess or measure the plant characters, soil analysis and 
plant analysis 

3. The statistical procedures and software used for data analysis should be stated 
4. The probability level at which the results were found to be significant or otherwise 

should be clearly stated 
5. Table headings should be updated to include the location and year the experiment 

was conducted 
6. Some recommendations should be added 
7. There are inconsistencies in the referencing format; the authors’ should check and 

follow the journal requirements 

I have agreed what I have made mistskes here and I correct it as per my 
knowledge. Thank you for correcting me through your knowledge. Thank 
you for your guidelines 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Abbreviations should be defined at first use 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The manuscript looks fine but efforts must be made to improve it 
 
 

 

 


