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PART1:ReviewComments 
 

 Reviewer’scomment Author’scomment(ifagreedwithreviewer,correct 
themanuscriptandhighlightthatpartinthe 
manuscript.Itis mandatorythatauthorsshouldwrite 
his/herfeedbackhere) 

Compulsory REVISIONcomments   

 
1. Isthemanuscript important forscientific community? 

(Please writefewsentenceson thismanuscript) 

Yes,itis. 
 
Itis statedinthe“Introduction”asfollows: 
“Themultipurposetreeshelpin the improvementofsoilandecosystemservices.Treeswithdeep 
rootingsystemcanimprovegroundwaterqualitybyservingasa „safenet‟wherebyexcess 
nutrientsthathavebeenleachedbelowtherootingzoneofagronomiccropsaretaken-upbytree 
roots…….andso on” 

 

2.  Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable? 

(Ifnotpleasesuggest analternativetitle) 

Yes,butwith anote. 

 
Suggestion: 

The article title istoolong (morethan15words). It'sbest toshortenthetitle, forexample: “Effect of 
Different Multipurpose TreeSpeciesonPhysico- Chemical Properties ofLoamy Sand Soil” 
or 

“Effect of Different MTSsonthePhysico-Chemical Properties of LoamySandSoil Under 

RainfedConditions” 
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3. Isthe abstract ofthearticlecomprehensive? Yes,butwith anote. 

 
Suggestion: 

1.  TheAbstractis asingleunitandis explainedcomprehensively.Intheabstractthereis no 
needtodivideitintosub-sections.Suggestion,thefollowingwordsshouldbe deleted, 
namely:“Aims:,Studydesign:,PlaceandDurationof Study:,Methodology:,Results:,and 
Conclusion:“. 

2.  Please,checkagaintheuseof upperandlowercaselettersin keywords. 

 

4. Aresubsectionsandstructureof themanuscript appropriate? Yes,butwith anote. 
 
Suggestion: 

1.  Itis betterinthe"Introduction"topresenttheproblemstatementandresearchobjectives. 
2.  Thepresentationof"MaterialsandMethods"is verysimple.Itwouldbebettertoadd 

someliteraturereviewsthatsupporttheresearchinthisarticle. 
3.  Thepositionofthetableswouldbebetterto placeinthe"ResultsAndDiscussion" 

section.Thiswillmakeiteasierforreaderstounderstandtheanalysis. 

 

5. Do you thinkthemanuscriptisscientifically correct? Yes,itis. 
 
Theresearchresultscomefromtheexperimentsconducted.Itis statedintheabstractasfollows: 
“Anexperimentconsistingofsixyearsold Agroforestrytreeplantationwhichconsistedoffive 
multipurposetreespecies(MPTs)viz.,Tectonagrandis,Eucalyptuscamaldulensis,Gmelina 
arborea,CasurianaequstifoliaandMeliaazadirachtweredesignedinCRDwithfourreplications. 
Theexperimentconsistingof96treesperspecieswithaplotsizeof24m × 16m under4m×4m 
treespacing.” 

 

 
6. Arethereferences sufficientandrecent?If you have 

suggestionofadditionalreferences,please mentioninthe review 
form. 

 

(Apart fromabove mentioned6 points, reviewersare freetoprovide 

additionalsuggestions/comments) 

Usinga referenceforthelasttenyears,thepercentageisverysmall,34%(atleast70%).  

MinorREVISIONcomments 

 
1. Islanguage/Englishquality of the articlesuitableforscholarly 

communications? 

 

 
Yes,itis. 

 

Optional/Generalcomments   
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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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