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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, because, Pulse has a significant role in human diet in order to ensure nutritional
security. There is a need to augment the pulse production in India and the government is
taking several steps to achieve it. In view of that, there is need to encourage researchers to
present their findings, that will help policy makers to frame policies accordingly and there
will be a cross learning among the researchers with same interest.

Authors and co-authors need to revisit the title of the article and reframe it.
Abstract seemed to be alright, if possible authors can mention which organisation

conducted the research

Yes

Yes scientifically correct but they need to rectify the article as per the comments given in

the manuscript

6. References are sufficient

Minor REVISION comments

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

The authors need to revisit the article and make the sentences correct grammatically. There
are some grammatical errors that need to be rectified for a journal like this. ITS ESSENTIAL.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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

Created by: DR Checked by: PM Approved by: MBM

Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)




Review Form 1.7

Reviewer Details:

Name: Santosh Kumar Samantaray

Department, University & Country Odisha University of Agriculture & Technology, India

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



