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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) 
 

 
 
The manuscript is important not only for scientific community but also has the practical 
value. The informations gathered from the study will be useful for increasing yield and 
economic benefit in black gram cultivation by the farmers and stakeholders. Selection of 
appropriate location specific variety and providing better nutrition is an important strategy 
for increasing productivity and overall production in crop plants. In that sense the 
manuscript has fulfilled all the requirements to make it suitable for scientific farming 
community. 
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Comprehensive with suggestion for reducing number of key words. 
 
 
Appropriate 
 
Correct with little modification 
 
Sufficient and recent 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
 
Suitable. Minor typing and grammatical mistakes are pointed out for correction. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

The article is considered good. Some suggestions are given in order to fulfil the journal 
requirements. 
Comments : 

1. As per journal format, headings i.e. Abstract, Introduction .... etc should be written in capital 
letters. 

2. The heading should also be numbered like 1, 2, 3, 4 ...... etc. 
3. The references should also be mentioned in the text with sl. number  within bracket like [1], 

[2] etc. 
4. The Sl. numbers should also been given in the Reference part as mentioned in the text. 
5. Acknowledgement may also be added. 
6. The Font and Font size as per jounal format should also be considered. 
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