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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) 
 

 
 
 
 
This manuscript mainly reports the Influence of Sulphur and Phosphorus Levels on the 

Economics and Yield of Safflower (Carthamus tinctorius L.) Under the Eastern zone of Uttar 

Pradesh, India, and the related characterizations have been implemented, while this work 

seems to be a technical report, and lacks in-depth analysis, furthermore, some experimental 

data should be supplemented to verify the conclusion, the present results cannot fully 

certify the related statements in the draft. The writing of this manuscript also should be 

improved, many grammatical mistakes and inappropriate expressions can be found in the 

manuscript, and the readability of the text is poor, the authors are suggested to revise the 

draft with the help of a professional agency. This manuscript may be accepted when the 

author modifies these comments. 

 

1-I think the author should add some photos of the safflower plant. 
2-The authors are strongly suggested to modify the partial statements and improve the 
readability of this draft, many inappropriate expressions exist in the whole draft, the 
examples are not fully enumerated, and the abstract should be rephrased, the readability of 
the sentence is poor. 
 
3-The authors should check the entire manuscript by themselves carefully. 
 
4- A grammatical mistake exists in sentences. 
 
5- The full name of the abbreviations should be given when it is used for the first time. 
 
6- The tense in the manuscript should be uniform, please check it. 
 
7- The introduction should be rephrased, the introduction does not tell readers the scientific 
significance of this study, the literature review is superficial without internal logic, the 
relationship between the published work with this study is not pointed out and the 
references must be newly published in the past 5 years are cited. 
 
8- The Graphical Abstract should be reorganized. 
 
9- The methods need more clarification. 
 
10- The Conclusion needs more details. 
 

 

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

communications? 
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PART  2:  
 

 
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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