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PART1:ReviewComments 
 

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments Reviewer’scomment Author’sFeedback(Pleasecorrectthemanuscriptandhighlightthatpartin 
themanuscript.Itismandatorythatauthorsshouldwritehis/herfeedbackhere) 

Pleasewriteafew 
sentencesregardingtheimportance 
ofthismanuscriptforthescientificcommunity.Whyd
o youlike(ordislike)thismanuscript?Aminimumof3-
4 sentencesmayberequiredforthispart. 

Thesubject (topic)ofthis manuscript is significant. 
Inthismanuscripteight treatmentswere applied(including control) to investigate theimpactof foliarspray 
on Foxtailmilletinenhancingmorpho- 
physiologicalparameterslike,plantheight(cm),Daysto50%flowering, 
Daystomaturity,RGRandCGR,yieldandyieldcontributingcharacters like,Numberofpanicleshill-1, 
Paniclelength(cm),No.ofspikeletpanicle-1, Grainyield kgplot-1, Grainyield kgha-1,HarvestIndex(%) 
andB:C ratio. 

 

Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable? 
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle) 

Yes, titleofthe articleseems to besuitable.  

Istheabstractofthearticlecomprehensive?Do you 
suggesttheaddition(ordeletion)of 
somepointsinthis 
section?Pleasewriteyoursuggestionshere. 

The ABSTRACT is too small and little elaboration is suggested.  

Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscri
pt appropriate? 

More or less acceptable; little formatting in alignment of the numbering in different 
sections &subsections is needed. 

 

Pleasewriteafew 
sentencesregardingthescientific 
correctnessofthismanuscript.Whydo 
youthinkthat 
thismanuscriptisscientificallyrobustandtechnica
lly 
sound?Aminimumof3-4 
sentencesmayberequired forthispart. 

ThismanuscriptanalyzestheeffectsoffoliarsprayonFoxtailmilletbyapplyingeight 
treatments,  including  a  control,  using  nanoureato  enhance  morpho-physiological 
parameterssuchasplantheight(cm),Daysto50%flowering,Daystomaturity,rapid growthrate 
(RGR)andcontinuousgrowthrate (CGR),yield,andyieldcontributing characteristicssuchasnumber of 
panicleshill-1,panicle length(cm),number of spikelet panicle-1, grainyield kg plot-1, grainyield kgha-
1,harvest index(%), andB: Cratio. 
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Arethereferencessufficientandrecent?If 
youhave 
suggestionsofadditionalreferences,pleasement
ion theminthereviewform. 
- 

Itwouldbebetter iffewmorerecentandrelevantreferencesareaddedtoit. 
Referencesarenotarrangedinproperand uniformstyleinsomeplaces.For 
instance,(a)InRef.No.1,instead ofcolon,onecommaisgivenaftertheVolume No.and one spaceto be 
given aftertheVolumeNo.; 

 
(b)SimilarlyinRef No.3, VolumeNo. iswritteninbold&oneextra spaceisalso given afterit which isnot 
matching with that oftheotherreferences given. 

 
(c)InRef,no.7,TheAuthorcitation forEleusinecoracana, “L.Gaertn”shouldnot be written in italics 
&further,onespaceis requiredin between thejournal name. 

 
(d) In Ref.No.10,Journal’s VolumeNo.is written in Bold. 

 
(e)InRef. No. 17, oneSpaceisrequiredbeforethepagenumber andafter the colon. 

 
(f) Onespace is required beforethe year(2019) in Ref.No.2. 
. The subject (topic) of this manuscript is significant. 
2. Title seems to be suitable. 
3. Abstract is too small and little elaboration is suggested. 
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MinorREVISIONcomments 

 
Isthelanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitabl
e forscholarlycommunications? 

In my opinion, the language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly 
communications provided theplagiarized sentences areneeded to be rewritten correctly. 

 

Optional/Generalcomments Inmany  places (excluding ABSTRACT)  this  manuscript suffers 
seriuosplagiarismissuesandshouldbecheckedwithplagiarismcheckingtoolsafterrewritingthe 
problematicareasbeforepublicationofthisarticle. 

 

 
 
 

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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