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Review Form 1.7

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. Integrated nutrient management is the maintenance and adjustment of soil fertility and of plant
nutrient supply to an optimum level for sustaining the desired crop productivity through optimization
of the benefits from all possible sources of plant nutrients in an integrated manner. This field of
research is very important in agricultural scientific community.

2. The title of the article is suitable.

3. No, it's not a comprehensive abstract.
e The abstract should state briefly the purpose of the research, the principal results and
major conclusions.

e Introduction: This section is not satisfactory as it not provided adequate information and
background of the research. This should state the problem investigated the aim of the work
and previous relevant work with appropriate references. The objectives of the work and
provide an adequate background.

e Materials and methods: The methods and materials used should be stated clearly in
sufficient detail to permit the work to be repeated by others.

¢ Results and discussion: Results are not described sufficiently. Authors should explain
ups and downs in the results in the form of percentage increase or decrease in numerical
values. Discussion is also unsatisfactory. The discussion should be an interpretation of the
results and their significance with reference to publications of other laboratories. The
supporting references are insufficient. Results are needed to be compared with other
workers outcomes by numerical values.

e Conclusions: provides the main conclusions, including why the results are significant? It
should stand alone. Generally the Conclusion does not cite references, and it is different
from the discussion.

4. It has to be divided into sub-sections.
5. Unable to make decision due to provision of insufficient information in the manuscript.
6. References: References are insufficient and too old.

Minor REVISION comments

Manuscript is needed to be checked by spell and grammar mistakes. The language quality is also

very poor.
1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?
Optional/General comments
PART 2:
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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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