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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. 
 

After reading this manuscript the reader will be able to understand Soil Fertility Status 

including the pH, EC and OC and other important elements like N, P and K of Paddy crop 

under different Agro-Climatic Zones, Telangana, India. The methodology of the article and 

English is simple which would able the scholars to understand the agro-climatic zones of 

Telangana.   

  

 

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

 

Yes  

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. 

 

1. It has been mentioned that “The top 10 most paddy cultivated mandals in each 
district of Telangana state were chosen for the study based on data from the 
DES, the state government” it would be appropriate to mention name of 10 most 
paddy cultivated verities. 

2. Results may also be furnished on the basis of verities cultivated under red, 
black and alluvial predominant soils. 

3. Criteria of sample selection may be described properly     

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Yes  

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. 

Yes, the sentences of this manuscript are scientifically correct  
The author has provided a solid reason for his research supported the research with 
fairly available literature. The research method described in the manuscript is 
reasonable to address the problems.  He provided sufficient data to support his 
analysis and conclusions 
 

 

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

Yes  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
Yes, the language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
It’s a good attempt but some grammatic/ typo mistakes are there, that could be corrected 
not a big issue  
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  

 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

Reviewer Details: 

 

Name: Shafiq Ur Rehman 

Department, University & Country Pakistan 

 
 


