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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 
 

 
 Authors are suggested to include some references in the introduction 

section in support of the statements. 
 Authors are suggested to write a brief conclusion from the work highlighting 

the major findings. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 There are some minor grammatical errors, which have been pointed out in 

track change mode. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 The paper is worth reading by my peers. The authors have emphasized the 

effect of different plant densities and topping practices on olitorius jute in 
terms of productivity and economics. They have estimated a good number of 
significant and relevant parameters coherently and justified the significant 
role of these factors of the experiment with literature citations. Statistical 
analysis and their explanations are also worth commendable. The work is 
novel, informative and comprehensive by its approach. The compilation 
might seem to be genuine benefit for the Jute growers of Andhra Pradesh. I 
suggest to accept the manuscript after minor modifications as mentioned 
above. 
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