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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) 
 
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) 
 

 
 
yes 
 
rephrase the title. “A Comparative Analysis of Neural Network Architectures for Predicting Indian Rice 
Yield/Production”  
 
no, needs details of methodology. Results should include numbers. 
 
Literature Review is not required, combine it with Introduction. 
 
How many data records were used in the study. Author discussed about R2, but not R2 values were not 
presented in the manuscript. Discussion of results is not required.  
 
No. Include references for discussion, ensuring they are relevant to the study. 

 

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

communications? 

 
Change all acronyms and abbreviations (except proper nouns) to lowercase unless they are widely 
recognized in uppercase form (e.g., HTTP, DNA). So, "Artificial Neural Networks" becomes "artificial 
neural networks" or "ANN" (if commonly used in your field). 
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Check grammar, sentence structure. Cite all the references in the text.  Recommended to review some 
latest articles from standard journals and improvise the manuscript. 
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