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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 thettitle 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)

Yes. There is a scientific novelty in the research but the article structure/study design is
improper.

Yes.

No. The abstract must be rewritten comprehensively by following the sequence-conceptual
background-principal objective-methodology-major findings-conclusion/recommendation.
Moderate. Justification of issues, literature review, and research gap should be added in the
introduction section. The objective should be separated and comprehensive. Justification
for the selection of the study area is required to be mentioned. Insert a separate table
mentioning the justification of the selection of the elements and physical properties with
proper sources/citations. Results and discussion should be separated.

A literature review and proper sources/citations in the introduction and methodology must
be required.

Keywords should be 5-7 key terms.

Import a map of the study area.

Mention the details methods of ANOVA and RBD with proper citations.

The discussion part is just alucid interpretation of the results and the conclusion is not the
true reflection of the results and discussion. Rewrite those properly.

Mention the source(s) of the Table-1

(Follow the highlights in the attached pdf).

Minor REVISION comments
1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

Check once again.

Optional/General comments

The research topic is interesting for scientific knowledge .
Major revisions are required for further progress of the manuscript.
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