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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title 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) 
 

 
 

 The title is relatively related to the current importance of agricultural sector to countries who 
are agricultural-intensive productivity. 

 There is a lack of introduction of the sector to the country and the current research gap. 
 No clear review of past studies for the study 
 No clear reasonings for the methodology used for the study 
 Have clear interpretation for the results obtained for the study 
 Can have clearer explanation on how to results of this study can be used by various 

stakeholders to mitigate the research problem 
 There are inconsistencies between in-text citations and the references list (Eg. Ojha I, 

Borah D, Rabha H, Deka P. (2020). Performance of Toria using INM under late sown 
rainfed condition in rice fallow of Udalguri District of Assam, India. International Journal of 
Current Microbiology and Applied Sciences, 9(07):2799-2805. This is NOT in the contents. 
Just to list one. Please check the entire write-up again. 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
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