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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 paper is related to the nutrient application in order to evaluate the response of calendula plants. 
Although the experiment could be ok, the paper is showing several aspects to solve. 

1. There is not main objective in the abstract 
2. No results are mentioned in the abstract 
3. Key words need to be in alphabetical order 
4. There are typographic mistakes in all the document 
5. In materials need to explain seeds origin, a description of the main experiment, localization of the 

experiments 
6. A table with the treatments will help to understand the experiments 
7. In results, the Tables and Figures are cited in the text before to be shown in the document 
8. Define the best presentation of the results: Tables or Figures, if the choise are Figures, is necessary 

to write the description of the Figure  
9. Check the citation of Journals anb book chapters 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The experimental of the work is adequate, however the paper writing need to be improve substantially 
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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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