
 

Review Form 3 

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

 

Journal Name: Journal of Advances in Biology & Biotechnology  

Manuscript Number: Ms_JABB_123368 

Title of the Manuscript:  
Residual Effect Of Integrated Management On Soil Nutrient Status And Yield In Onion (Allium cepa L.) 

Type of the Article Original Research Article 

 
 
 
General guidelines for the Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guidelines for the Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
https://r1.reviewerhub.org/general-editorial-policy/ 
 
 
Important Policies Regarding Peer Review 
 
Peer review Comments Approval Policy: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/peer-review-comments-approval-policy/   
Benefits for Reviewers: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/benefits-for-reviewers  
 
 
 
 

 

https://r1.reviewerhub.org/general-editorial-policy/
https://r1.reviewerhub.org/peer-review-comments-approval-policy/
https://r1.reviewerhub.org/benefits-for-reviewers


 

Review Form 3 

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

 
PART  1: Review Comments 
 

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. 
 

When the application of fertilizers are improving the yield of a crop, the perfect combinations 
that gives maximum yield in the shortest span should be standardised for farmers 
recommendation . In this scenario the study is much relevant to the farmers community 
considering both the cost of the input and the final yield. Overall there should be some 
modifications to the articles that can be suggested below. 

 

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

 

RESIDUAL EFFECT OF INTEGRATED NUTRIENT MANAGEMENT ON SOIL NUTRIENT STATUS 
AND YIELD IN ONION (Allium cepa L.) 

 

 

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. 

 

The abstract is relevant, despite grammatical issues in the abstract should be corrected. In 
the first sentence , to study the effect of/on, Kindly verify. The Recommended dosage of 
fertilizers can be shortened to RDF.  

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

The subsection serial numbering of materials and method is wrong. Section 2.3 is the repetition 
of  Table 1. The table numbers are not quoted in the text. The materials and method can be 
shortened by means of relevant tables. More statistical analysis can be conducted such as 
correlation analysis between fertilizer dosage V/S soil nutrient enrichment, soil nutrient 
enrichment V/S yield. The discussion can be improved 

 

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. 

The manuscript data is relevant and is scientifically robust , despite the data is not much 
utilized more additional interpretation can be used inorder to support the results. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 

More references on the discussion need to be added and also use uniform system of citation of 
references. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

Minute grammatical corrections need to be incorporated. 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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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