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Compulsory REVISION comments
General comments: The manuscript entitled “Effect on organic manure and inorganic fertilizers on productivity
parameters and quality traits of wheat (Triticum aestivum L.) under central plain zone of Uttar Pradesh has been
evaluated for possible consideration in journal. Manuscript cannot be accepted in present form, and it needs major
revisions and should be rewritten by making necessary suggestion as given below.

Comments:

Abstract:

Modify the abstract and mention about background, aim, method, results, and conclusion of the research study.
Introductions:

It needs some improvement with strong emphasis on research gap and hypothesis. It can be divided into three- four
paragraphs, research background, existing available work on same aspect, limitation of the existing techniques, need
for conducting study, hypothesis, objective and aim etc.

Material and methods: rewrite this section and make paragraphs such as, experimental site, experimental design,
Agronomic practices adopted, observation and data recorded, and statistical analysis.

Results: This section needs major revision. Table 1 and figure 1 both are same. Likiewise table 2 and figure 2 both
gives same information. Overall dataset in results is very less, needs 2-3 more table for bringing it to the level of
publication.

Discussion: Discussion in manuscript in poorly written. Needs some improvement in term of supporting research
data, explaining the reasons, comparison with similar studies on species, study limitations and future directions/
policy/plans/actions.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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