
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6  

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

 

Journal Name:  Journal of Experimental Agriculture International  
Manuscript Number: Ms_JEAI_33138 
Title of the Manuscript:  Response of Potato Crop to Integrated Nutrient Mana gement in the Indo-Gangetic Alluvial Soils of 

West Bengal, India 

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) 
 

 



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6  

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

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   
Minor  REVISION comments 
 

All comments are given in the attached file of 
manuscript in form of Track changes.  

 

Optional /General  comments 
 

Comment [WU1]: Page no 5, line no 112 
All researches have the aim to get the best possible 
results. So, there’s no need to highlight the lowest 
value, or minimum values. I suggest to remove this 
state. Also, this comment should be applied to other 
sentences in this manuscript wher you mention ‘lowest’ 
or ‘minimum’ results. 
Comment [WU2]: Page no 8, line no 184-85 
I suggest to highlight just positive conclusion. So, I 
suggest to remove this sentence. 
Comment [WU3]: Page no 8, line no 188-189 
This is part of discussion. Remove this sentence. 
Comment [WU4]: Page no 8, line no 195 
Conclusion should be understandable to those who 
didn’t read the whole manuscript. So, here you can use 
abbreviations, but first you have to explain by first use 
in the Conclusion chapter. 
 
Comment [WU4]: Page no 9, line no 196 
Conclusion should be understandable to those who 
didn’t read the whole manuscript. So, here you can use 
abbreviations, but first you have to explain by first use 
in the Conclusion chapter. 
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Modified the text accordingly 
See page no 9, line no 197-198 
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Modified the text accordingly 
See page no 9, line no 207-208 
 
 
 
 
 
Modified the text accordingly 
See page no 9, line no 208 

 


