
 

Review form 1.7 

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

 
 
 

Journal name: International Journal of Environment and Climate Change 

Manuscript number: Ms_IJECC_104661 

Manuscript Title: 
Effect of traditional fertilizer, nanofertilizer and micronutrient on growth, yield and quality of tomato (Solanum Lycopersicum L.) 

Item Type Original Research Article 

 
 
General guideline for the peer review process: 
 
This journal's peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected solely on the basis of "lack of novelty", as long as the manuscript is scientifically sound and technically sound. 
For the complete guide to the peer review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(https://www.journalijecc.com/index.php/IJECC/editorial-policy) 
 

https://www.journalijecc.com/index.php/IJECC/editorial-policy


 

Review form 1.7 

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

PART 1:Review Comments 
 

 reviewer comment Author comment (if you agree with the reviewer, 
correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 
the manuscript. Authors are required to write 
their comments here) 

Mandatory REVIEW Feedback 
 

1. Is the manuscript important to the scientific community? 
(Please write a few sentences in this manuscript) 
 

2. Is the title of the article appropriate? 
(If not, please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article complete? 
 

4. Are the 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 any 
suggestions for additional references, please mention them in the 
review form. 

 
(Other than the 6 points mentioned above, reviewers can provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

1. The manuscript reveals: 

The keywords must be worked with the UNESCO THESAURI that locates the study within a 

specific spectrum of sciences, in addition, it allows the development of the theme and its location 

when it has been published: Agriculture - Crop - Tomato... 

The background, the problem and the justification are pertinent and reveal the importance of this 

research. 

The context is appropriate for the study, the experimental design is relevant. The formula to apply 

when reading the results is not indicated. The methodology for the investigation and the determined 

times allow to look at the results and findings in the use of fertilizers that improve the quality of this 

product. 

A relevant Universal System is used in the results; The results are compared with other studies, 

revealing the contributions of micronutrients and the proper use of fertilizers that take care of the 

soil and improve plant development. It would be important to determine future lines of research. 

The conclusions respond to the objective of evaluating the plants in their various parameters. It 

highlights the importance of applying the traditional method for a better development of the plant 

and therefore of this product. 

2. The proposed title is pertinent to this study. 

3. The applied methodology is pertinent; the results reveal an important contribution to tomato 

cultivation. The objective is not very clear, it is suggested to review and formulate correctly. 

4. The structure of the scientific article is appropriate. 

5. The manuscript is scientifically correct 

6. References support problem, justification, and research findings. In this case they seem 

very weak. It is always suggested at least that they are between 30 – 50. 

 

Minor REVIEW Feedback 
 

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

 

 
 
Appropriate 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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PART 2:  
 

 

reviewer comment Author comment (if you agree with the reviewer, correct the 
manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 
Authors are required to write their comments here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
 

(If yes, please kindly write down the ethical issues here in detail) 
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