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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. Talking about the maize crop, the article is extremely important for the scientific
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? community worldwide.

(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)
2. The title is correct for the proposed subject.
2. Is thetitle of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 3. Please add the aim of the paper. The last phrase is 8 rows long and has no meaning,
mentioning twice that T9 (Zinc 15 kg/ha + Boron 1.5%) is best version — please simplify it.
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Correct structure and subsections.
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. According to the figures, the manuscript seems to be correct.
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
6. Quite recent references, but not sufficient. Please add 4-5 recent papers, preferably in
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of Introduction, since more that half of them are cited in Results, as comparisons.

additional references, please mention in the review form. Also, the writing style in References is not uniform, with differences between papers — check
and correct.
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

Minor REVISION comments

1. lIslanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly Read again the entire paper and correct it — some phrases have more verbs than necessary, wrong
communications? words, missing or additional spaces, a lot of words having first capital letter (why?).

Optional/General comments

Some of the words are written in grey, instead of black.

Poor Conclusion and wrong written.

Use ‘T for treatments all over the paper, if you mentioned them like that in Methods. Correct that
also in tables.
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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)

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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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