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Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Please write few sentences regarding the
importance this manuscript for scientific
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? Minimum 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

The manuscript shows the importance of intercropping system in the production of Baby corn
and green gram. This study helps orient researchers towards the use of intercropping systems
to improve crop production.

Is the title of the article suitable? Yes
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do Yes
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in this section? Please write your suggestions
here.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

The following sections are missing from your manuscript: Acknowledgements, Competing
Interests, and Authors’ Contributions.

Please write few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
think that this manuscript is scientifically robust
and technically sound? Minimum 3-4 sentences
may be required for this part.

The methodology used in the manuscript is sound. The results are well presented and the
statistical interpretations are correct. Data from the bibliography are referenced in the
“Introduction” and “Results and Discussion”.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you Yes
have suggestion of additional references, please
mention in the review form.
Minor REVISION comments
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Is language/English quality of the article suitable
for scholarly communications?
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