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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. Is the title 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. 
 
 
Correct. 
 
 
 
Little ok. It should be more relevant to agriculture.  
 
No.  
 
Sure. 
 
 I strongly recommend that need to more work on the manuscript. Kindly it is requested to 
author’s please made an authenticated data along with more relevant information and try to 
improve their findings with their content.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
Manuscript “Biological indices influence by sesame based intercropping system with 
different levels of nitrogen” is just piece of the work. However, English of the MS need to be 
polished and I also recommend adding recent references from 2020-2023 to the MS and link these 
new references to the respective sections of the MS. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
It can only be accepted if the author can provide the proper justification/revise the manuscript as on 
the points mentioned below. 
 

1. In the Introduction section, author has to write relevant matter only. No need to describe out 
of box things.  Authors has not mentioned about the clear objective and other‟s work 
details. No need to repeat the things in abstracts well as in the same.  
 

2. In Materials and Methods section, author has been provided full information regarding the 
others‟ work. Kindly update the data. Just two year data is not sufficient to reach out the 
optimized our conclusion.     
 

3. In Discussion part: The author needs to discuss the result in a proper way with description 
of analytical methods. Authors have not only been compared their finding to others but also 
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their self findings are incomplete without figure. Figures should be incorporated at each 
step of growth.  
 

What is the significance of addressing the  biological yields and equivalent yield. How it works in 
filling gaps in species-specific knowledge, socio-economic understanding, and long-term 
conservation outcomes? What are the unique comparisons with contrasting findings reported? 

 
1. Kindly use Italics font for the scientific name and  et al  at all the places.  

  
2. English of the MS need to be polished and I also recommend adding recent references 

from 2020-2023 to the MS and link these new references to the respective sections of the 
MS.  
 

3. Kindly recheck the reference section, Update as in the format of Journal. It is not upto the 
mark. 
 

4. I also recommend doing an English and grammar check before submission of the revised 
manuscript to the journal. 
 

5. Results should be in Picture or tabulated format.   
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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