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Review Form 1.7

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. Arethe 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. An interesting research has been taken forward in the Agriculture domain by Authors.
Seed treatment contributes significantly in the yield of crops. More data to be required for
the effective implementation of research.

2. The term “Seed yield” is confusion and misleading the entire title. The respective term
can be replaced with suitable terms.

3. The title of the research reflecting as it is in the abstract that has to be removed. Abstract
has too much data. Instead of the data, provide more inference abstractly.

4. Headings and subsections are to be aligned properly with appropriate numbering.

5. The purpose of the current research has to be reflected clearly at the end of the
Introduction.

Objective as separate heading is not required.
Limited information only observed in the “Materials and Methods”
Pre and Post harvest parts can be presented with more clarity instead just exhibiting the

data.

More references can be witnessed in the ‘Discussion’ part. Keep them limited and exhibit
more inferences from the current research.
The explanations on Table 1to 4 are missing.

In the context of results & discussion, limited points only present in the conclusion. Include
further research explorations from the data of the present work.

6. Reference section to be modified and arrange it in proper order. Follow a standard format.
More relevant references have to be included.

Minor REVISION comments

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

In the text there are errors in English, need to be carefully read and corrected.

Optional/General comments

The entire manuscript to be aligned properly.
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PART 2:

Reviewer's comment

IAuthor’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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