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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment 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 a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

  

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Kind of suitable  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

Suggested in the track change mode in manuscript  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Suggested in the track change mode in manuscript  

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 
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Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
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mention them in the review form. 
- 

Suggested in the track change mode in manuscript  



 

Review Form 3 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 3 (07-07-2024) 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Author needs major revisions 
Introduction needs thorough revision 

1. Ensure connecting dots with preceding paragraphs 
2. Many references are missing. Needs references to prove certain things  
3.  Seems author has given definitions of each term, rather explaining the need of the study 
4.  Why the study is do important and why is the focus on sewchar 
5. Can mention about sdgs 

Material Methods has some lacuna 
1. Year of the stud 
2. Initial soil conditions of the experimental plot 
3. Ambiguity in methodology. 
4. Lack of proper writing skills 
5. Too much repetition 
6. Lack of some important references 

Results and Discussion 
1. Author has simply explained the tables 
2. Further needs understanding between difference in writing styles of thesis and manuscript 
3. Lack of discussion 
4. Too much elaboration where not required 
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