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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 
 

The writing of the manuscript is good 
Abstract:  
-Start the abstract with one line about the importance of 
supplement nutrient and its use on tomato that clearly 
depicts the aim of your experiment.  
-Author did not mention, at how many old days’ plants, 
foliar treatments were applied and after how many days 
of foliar application, data was recorded. 
-Do not mention site (location) of experiment in 
Abstract. 
Remove Line 11-14 (Variety was allotted…….. Least 
Significant Difference (LSD)). 
-Describe the detail experimental design in Materials 
and Methods part instead of writing it in Abstract. 
Introduction: 
-Write Solanaceae instead of solanaceae. 
-Write µm instead of um. 
-Write CO2 instead of CO2. 
The objective is missing at the end of introduction that 
will helps in understanding the need of this work. Write 
aim of the work in clear words (1-2 lines). 
- References from the recent years should be used. 
Material and Methods: 
-Write 0.5m × 0.5m and 1.0m × 2.0m instead of using 
word ‘by’. 
-Data tables showed that Author have collected data 
four times with two weeks interval right after two weeks 
of transplanting but Author did not mention it in his plan 
of work 
-Concern, 

-All comments on abstract and introduction 
were effected. 
-The calcium level was not determined in the 
soil analysis. 
-References now in the style of AJEA. 
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-Soil analysis of experimental site did not show the 
concentration of Calcium that can help us in 
determining either soil was deficit of calcium or not. 
Results and Discussion 
-Results and Discussion part is mainly covered with the 
results and discussion part need more work and 
modifications. References are missed from literature 
that can justify findings of this experiment. 
Author did not mention Tables in Result part. 
-The data presented in Tables should be mentioned as 
Means ± SE and should also mention the significance 
of each. 
-Draw the tables presenting data in split plot design 
that clearly show significant means of main plots as 
well as sub plots and their interactions 
Conclusion 
-Conclusion is mentioned in clear and proper way with 
recommendations. 
References 
-Author did not follow the style of AJEA. 
-References are not in proper style. 
- References from the recent years should be used.  

Minor  REVISION comments    

Optional /General  comments 
 

I would recommend the authors to update the 
manuscript, follow the format of AJEA, correct it to be 
more precise 

 

 
 
 
 
 


