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Compulsory REVISION comments 
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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) 

 

  

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. 

 

  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

  

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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Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly communications? 
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1. Please check the article for spacing 

2. Titratable acidity would be the appropriate word 

3. Introduction should be written with references then move to problem statement and 

objectives.  

4. Improvements in introduction are needed 

5. Check orientation of heading in your article 

6. Its preferred if you add two years data to minimize the error also strong conformity of 

results without the climatic conditions effects 

7. Start treatments with Control and it would be better if the treatments are presented in 

the form of table for better understanding 

8. Check grammar mistakes and spaces 

9. The figure should be added where its reference is given 
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