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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. 
 

This Research Paper on Zero Budget Natural Farming (ZBNF)often referred as NF 
is based on agro ecology and encourage functional BioDiversity.The Findings of 
the study would help the scientific community to explore techniques to preserve 
soil fertility and Land sequestration. 

 

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

 

Topic may be changed in to  “Understanding Constraints in Zero Budge 
Natural Farming : A comparative Study of Two Districts in Northern 
Karnataka.” 

 

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. 

 

Abstract is comprehensive  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? Sub Sections in the result section such as 
-Constraints as perceived by the respondents 
-Comparison of constraints 
- Findings 
-Suggestions 
 

 

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 scholar must check the significant value given in table 2 and the value given in 
the body of the script.For example value 0.012 is written as 0.12. 
Appropriate tools are used to deive the scientific results of the collected data. 

 

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

References are not recent 
For Example 
Indian Journal of Agronomy 68 (XXII Biennial National Symposium Special issue): 
S1__S15 (2023) Natural farming: current status, research and case studies S.K. 
SHARMA1, N. RAVISANKAR2, N.K. JAIN3 AND S.K. SARANGI4 Indian Council of 
Agricultural Research, New Delhi–110 012 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 
English and Language are good. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 There should be a separate section on few Review of Literature and  unidentified 

areas and Gaps in the Reserch. 
 Summary of Over all findings should be listed 
 Suggistions amd its policy implications regarding the study area should be given 
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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: V. Dhulasi Birundha 
Department, University & Country Madurai Kamaraj University, India 
 
 
 
 


