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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. 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) 
 

1- 
a) The introduction does not sufficiently layout the background of the study 
b) The globe is currently in the throes of catastrophic environmental degradation form various 
anthropometric activities including crop production and animal husbandry, warring, exploitation of 
mineral and oil resources, just to mention a few. Thus, research into the role of use of fertilizers is a 
welcome contribution towards better utilization of the finite resources on earth. 
c) The internally cited publishers for the claims stated are not properly placed so as to establish 
their link 
d) There is lack of coherence for example how does the potassium issue matter to the plant of 
interest?! 
2- The title needs review: The title perhaps would sound better if ‘influence is replaced by 
‘effects.’ 
3-The organisation of the abstract does not follow the usual format, viz; - introduction, 
methodology, results and conclusion format. 
4- The structuring is appropriate, the discussion does not give a comparative view of the study 
findings and available literature. No references are made from the existing/previous  
literature/studies 
5- NOT in its current format and state 
6- The references are insufficient and too few 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

After the recommendations above have been implemented 
 
 
 

 

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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