
 

Review Form 1.7 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)  

 

Journal Name: Asian Journal of Research in Crop Science  

Manuscript Number: Ms_AJRCS_109890 

Title of the Manuscript:  
SPONTANEOUS SPECIES FROM THE BRAZILIAN SEMIARID (Senna uniflora plus Calotropis procera) AS ORGANIC FERTILIZER IN CORIANDER PRODUCTION. 

Type of the Article Original Research Article 

 
 

PART  1: Review Comments 
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the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
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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) 
 

This is good for scientific community.   
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Some information need to be completed and revised 
 
Yes 
 
In general, it is correct  scientifically 
 
 
It would be better if the writer  put  some additional information related to morphological 
or/and botanical information about the two species used as fertilizer 
 
 
The writer should check and re-check for references used  so there is no double writing in 
the lists of reference.   The methods of research  shoul be elaborated more detail so that it is 
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