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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. 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) 
 

1. The subject, in its whole, it’s important for the scientific community. 
2. Please write the name of sorghum `MP chari` or `M.P. Chari`. Except this, the title is all 
right. 
3. Check again the abstract – there are some sentences with no meaning. Correct the 
punctuation marks, to solve this situation. (Ex: To investigate how spacing and nitrogen affect 
sorghum growth and fodder production (Sorghum bicolor L.).). 
4. Not quite – the titles of subsections are respected, but not what they include. To be clear, 
in `Materials and Methods` the treatments should be presented, maybe in a table. Also, you 
can include a technological scheme of your research plot.  
 
5. As it is, with only a few data, its hard to tell if the manuscript is correct from scientifically 
point of view. 
 
6. Wrong cited all over the place – from wrong year, mentioning a single author instead of 2 
or `et al.`, in `References` there is no unique structure of mentioning the papers. Also, please 
add 3-5 more references. 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 

English language needs some improvements. Please check the entire article and try to use simple 
sentences, but with subject and predicate.  
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

In Introduction you wrote this: `, and, and, and, and, and, and, and, and, and, and, and, and, and, 
and, and, and, and, and, and, and, and, and, and, and, and, and, and, and, and, and, and, and, 
and, and (Pushpendra and Sumeriya, 2012).`!!!! 

Pay attention to the way you are using the citations. 
Be more specific presenting this methodology `Plant height, dry weight, the number of leaves per 
plant, crop growth rate (g/m2/day), and the yield of green fodder (t/ha) were all noted. The data 
was gathered and statistical analysis using the analysis of variance approach was performed 
(Gomez and Gomez, 1976).` 
Include the tables in the Results, where they belong. There is no mentioning, all over the text, 
that you even have tables in the manuscript!! Why? You should invite the reader to check the data 
presented in tables. 
Why there is no statistical analysis for Table 2? Please add one, at least in percent of growth for 
each treatment, compared with the control version. 
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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
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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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