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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) Yes, but require two year data with well discussed scientific facts with appropriate
references.
2. Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title) To study the performance of Pearl millet based intercropping system in District
Coimbatore,Tamilnadu in rainfed condition.
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
No
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
No
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
Need major modification in the results and discussion. Please see table 1 and 2 what is
trend of data? And how it will be interpreted? As you had 11 treatments. Further revisit your
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of data and accordingly write the results.
additional references, please mention in the review form.
Please visit the site state wise millet production pdf.apeda.gov.in and also see the reports of
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide CRIDA and ICRISAT.
additional suggestions/comments)

Minor REVISION comments

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

Optional/General comments

1-Before conducting the trial review of literature not done properly. Already lot of report are
available of ALL INDIA COORDINATED PROJECT ON MILLETS .

2-Interpretation of data is not proper.

3-References are not written in a systematic manner.

4- Lack of scientific reasons.
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