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importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this
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e Application of micronutrients and organic compounds are very important for boosting
production and quality of chickpea.

e The materials and method part were not stated (explaind) clearly.

e Thereis no economic analysis

Is the title of the article suitable?
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It is 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.

The title in the abstract should be removed
The objective should be included

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

No well organized

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.

It contributes for development knowledge through publication
Share idea and best practise for scientific comunty
Additional skill development strategy

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestions of additional references, please
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Is the language/English quality of the article
suitable for scholarly communications?
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