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Compulsory REVISION comments

1.

5.

6.

Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide

additional suggestions/comments)

Yes the manuscript is important for the scientific community.
Tittle is suitable for the manuscript

The abstract is mainly detailed materials and methods with some results. There is no
introduction, no interpretation of results and conclusion.

Yes the subsections and structure of the manuscript is appropriate. But authors should
indicate the statistical tool used in the data analysis. Again, is advised to separate the
results from the discussion and most authors fail to discuss or poorly discuss results when
the 2 are combined. For instance, authors failed to discuss the results for Crop growth rate
and relative growth rate.

Yes, manuscript is scenically correct
Author can add more and current references to the introduction section. Statements of facts
and statistics must be referenced.

Minor REVISION comments

1.

Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

Yes

Optional/General comments

1. Try not using words in title as keywords if possible

2. A good abstracts must have a short introduction, methods, results obtained, the implication
of the results (discussion) and then a conclusion. Author should try and restructure the
abstract in this form

3. Add more current references. There more statistics or statement of facts which are not
referenced in the introduction. Please check and reference them all.

4. See track changes on manuscript for more comments
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