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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. 

  

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

  

https://r1.reviewerhub.org/general-editorial-policy/
https://r1.reviewerhub.org/peer-review-comments-approval-policy/
https://r1.reviewerhub.org/benefits-for-reviewers


 

Review Form 3 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 3 (07-07-2024) 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Growth and Physiological Trait Analysis of Soybean Genotypes in the Kharif Season 
Comments by Reviewer 
Dear Researcher my opinion should be required as per your worked, need to moderation of the topic.  
Abstract: 
Dear Authors with key address details should be write there as per research paper format. 
The data are recorded parameters as per your research should be mentioned to used of which design 
and uses of treatment of genotypes. There are a research wasn’t mentioned herein, will depict to 
benefits of future for the researcher, farmers and scientists,    
Introduction:  
 This portion in first paragraph should be updated data with mentioned here and as per write-up in 
there as per research format (i.e. (Joshi et al., 2023). As per topic and objectives with recorded of 
quantitative parameters of research on the basis of write-up are need to mentioned. 
Materials and Methods: 
As per research were taken of hypothetical statistical analysis needs to check along with quantitative 
parameters with analysis as per formula details in mentioned here. The researcher, we have used in 
which design, do need should be write here. 
 Results and Discussion: 
The author should be write of Result and discussion as per collected date in finding of research paper 
(as per recorded the qualitative data are some missing here) 
My suggestion is researcher will need to moderate of results & discussion otherwise research articles 
not completely finding as per guidelines. 
Conclusion & future outlook will need to require moderate. 
References are to check and moderate as per your finding. 
Thank you for the given this opportunities for reviewing paper. 
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