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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)

S

Yes, it is important for scientific community as it presents the practical study on physico-
chemical properties of soil from different blocks of Kandhmal district, Odisha.

Yes, the title of the article is suitable.

No, the abstract of the article is not comprehensive.

No, subsections and structure of the manuscript are not appropriate.

Yes, the manuscript is partially scientifically correct.

Yes, the references are correct, but are not sufficient and recent.

Minor REVISION comments

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

communications?

English quality is very poor.

Optional/General comments

7.

8.
9.
10.
11.

There is no review of literature associated with this study in the introduction section

In Materials and Methods section, sampling itself means collection. So no need of writing ‘and
collection’ in the sub-heading.

Giving geographical location of Odisha is unnecessary.

Put accurate degree symbol beside Celsius instead of making superscript of zero.

Please elaborate methodology. It is very comprehensively written like abstract. Explain each
method of analysis.

Mention the company name of all instruments used in the analysis viz. Kjedahl apparatus, Flame
photometer, digital pH and electrical conductivity meter, etc.

Sl units are not properly mentioned everywhere in the whole manuscript. Specifically, in abstract
portion, units are written wrongly in bracket.

Which statistical analysis is used is hot mentioned in the methods section.

There is no footnote under any of the tables, stating any of the short forms viz. S.Em., C.D, etc.
The major section i.e. Discussion part is missing.

The references listed are not all cited in the manuscript.

PART 2:

Reviewer’'s comment

feedback here)

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

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:

Sushree Sangeeta Dey

Department, University & Country

ICAR-Central Institute of Fisheries Education, India

Created by: DR Checked by: PM

Approved by: MBM

Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)




