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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 field experiment was conducted during season of 2017-2018 at Agricultural Research Farm, School of Agriculture, Suresh 

Gyan Vihar University, Jagatpura, Jaipur. Study entitled “Relative performance of barley (Hordeum vulgare L.) cultivars under saline 

water condition” under Randomized Block Design. To evaluate ten barley cultivars namely RD 2715, RD 2035, RD 2592, RD 2849, 

RD 2860, RD 2552, RD 2668, RD 2097, BH 946, RD 2052 were grown under field condition for checking individual performance 

under saline water condition. The results revealed that among ten cultivars RD 2552 cultivar significantly recorded maximum plant 

population, growth parameters and ultimately increased grain(45.21 q ha-1) as well as straw yield of barley, maximum net realization 

(41248  ha-1) and B: C ratio (1:2.2)  

1- The overall idea presented by the paper is well acceptable. 
2- English should be improved in all the papers. 
3- should be Added to other References on the list. 

             4- The organization of the paper is convenient in general. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1- The proofreading is required because there are some grammatical mistakes. 

 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
1- should be Added to other References on the list. 
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highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should 
write his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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