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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

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

2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

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

6. 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)

1. Yes. Plants have a great economic importance, and management of nutrients is also
important considering the reality of the whole world.

2. Yes

3. Yes, but some changes mentioned below could be done.

4. Yes, but some changes mentioned below could be done in the “Material and Methods”.

5. Yes, but some additional references could be added in the “Results and Discussion”.
Dear authors,
| am writing to you about the manuscript entitled “Nutrient uptake and quality parameters of finger
millet as influenced by tillage and organic nutrient management in finger millet — French bean
cropping system”, which you submitted to the International Journal of Plant & Soil Science.
The main idea of this article is of great relevance because it talks about a plant that very
economically important. The role, however, needs to be improved. Therefore, some
recommendations are suggested.
Line 5: You could also write the content of trypsin inhibitory factors.
In the second paragraph, “In India, French bean is grown”
The “Materials and Method” could be divided into topics, like “Plant Material”, “Statistical analyses”,
etc.
The Abstract part is a little poor, and could describe a little more about the importance of plants
used.
In the Results and Discussion section, it would be interesting to show some image that illustrates
the germination of the studied plants.
Also about the Discussion, maybe you could “talk” a little more with results of other articles, adding
some additional and recent references.

Minor REVISION comments

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

Yes, but several changes must be made.

Pay attention: You always capitalize nationalities in English!!

Line 1: “Finger millet is an important member of small millet group and it grows ...".
Line 3: “...and is used as staple food".

Third paragraph:

“So, there is a scope”;

“Nowadays conservation”;

It is too long from “Nowadays” to “resources”, and maybe you could but ant comma or dot;
“It has also been observed that disturbing the too much the soil...”

“Thereafter, a good crop stand depends on a great...”

Last paragraph of Introduction:

“For this, there is need” is very ugly. Maybe you should change it.

“bean production. Keeping these points in view, the present...”

Optional/General comments

The paper has a great idea, but | recommend a review in the topics mentioned before and a big
review in English.
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part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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