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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 physico-chemical characteristic of soil and climatic situation during the experimentation of the experimental site is missing. 

Term ‘drip fertigation’ is frequently used in the manuscript which can be replaced by ‘fertigation’ only.  

Reasons are not cited with proper references.  

Discussion of N P K Uptake of crop needs to be improved citing recent research papers. 

Nitrogen content, phosphorous content and potassium content of cucumber at different days after sowing was not written in 
the manuscript. 

Post - harvest soil nutrient status of cucumber needs to be focused in the manuscript. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 Keyword may be corrected as variety term is not used frequently in the abstract. 

The author used abbreviation Epan in the manuscript which is wrong. It can be used either as CP or CPE. 

Op stat software used for analysis, reference is not cited for Sheron et al. 

Units are mentioned in the subtitles for characters under Results and Discussion which is not necessary  

Minor grammatical errors reported in the Results and Discussion. 

Author can rewrite the results writing the data of each characters reported during 15, 30, 45, in plant, fruit and total uptake at 60 
DAS, 75 DAS and at harvest. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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