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 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 
 

General Comments: 

• There are many typographical and grammatical errors which need to be 
rectified. 

Specific Comments: 
 

• The title of the paper has to be reframed as quoted in the text. 
 

• The abstract is very elaborative. So concise it within the word limits as 
specified in journal guidelines mentioning only the major salient findings. 

 

• Rewrite the keywords and arrange them in alphabetic order. 
 

• Weather data need to be included in ‘materials and methods’ section. 
 

• Express the treatment no (e.g. T1) in subscript format (T1). 
 

• Make a common subheading in result section “growth and production 
parameters of soybean” under which describe each parameter instead of 
writing “soybean” in each heading. Similar way of representation should also 
be followed for maize. 
 

• Add the missing abbreviations as footnote below corresponding table. 
 

• Discussion section needs refinement. 
 

• Carry out necessary corrections as highlighted in the text.  
 

Suggestions to Author: 

• Recast the manuscript write-up making it more crisp and concise. 
 

All the corrections received from reviewers have been 

addressed point-by-point. You will see it highlighted in the 

revised manuscript. 

Minor REVISION comments 
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