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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. 
 

The planting method is one of the most important parameters for the good performance of 
the plant and it has an important role for the farmer. Therefore, this research has been 
done on the planting methods and as much research as possible on the planting methods 
of agricultural plants can be done so that the farmer can choose the best planting method 
for good and more yield. slow use is supported and this is one of the importance of this 
research is that it has been researched on the accumulation of dry matter which is one of 
the important parameters in plant science. 
 

 

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

 

I think the title of this manuscript is suitable for its text.  

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. 

 

In the abstract, it is mentioned that the medium slope Broad Ridge method on both 
sides led to the highest growth parameters such as plant height, stem girth and dry 
matter accumulation in each plant, but not mentioning the amount and percentage 
compared to Two other parameters are different, this should be mentioned. And the 
planting method that has the best performance along with the amount of this 
performance should be mentioned according to the other two planting methods. 
 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Its structure is generally good, but some changes should be made, such as the ANOA 
table is not set in a practical way, changes should be made and adjusted according to the 
format of scientific journals. And this DISCLAIMER (ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE) is not 
required. 
 

 

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. 

Several points confirm the scientific nature of this article: 
1- The framework and structure of this article is scientific 
It is clear and understandable. 
3- Their research is new and has been done in recent years 
4- The editing is correct 
These indicate the scientific nature of this article. 
 

 

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

The sources are not enough. The minimum sources that should be checked are between 
10 to 15 sources. I suggest that they study the newer sources and set the sources based 
on the API system both in the list of sources and in the text. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
It has a good written language and is written in a simple and understandable way, but in terms of 
points and punctuation, a little attention is needed to affect the quality of the article. 
 
 
 

 

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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