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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 
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5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 
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Yes. The effect of plant inputs on the yield have been studied. The manuscript fulfils the 
requirement but it can be made better by including the suggested correction.  
 
The title is precise. 
 
 
The abstract was written neatly with all the information giving a clear picture of the research. 
 
 
Structure of the manuscript is good but results can be elaborated more by including graphs 
and comparing with traditional wheat practices. Include graphs in the results section. 
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in yield and income.  
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