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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
1. The abstract should be improved as per the comments (N4-N12) 
2. In the introduction part, Include recent data on area and production statistics  
3. Rational and Objective of the study is missing. There must be a clear 

objective. 
4. The methodology should be in detail. ( No. of replications, cultural practices 

followed, method of application of organic manures and biofertilizers,  
details of microbial culture i.e. cfu/ml etc.) 

5. The growth parameters are not discussed-  either remove it from the 
materials and method or include in the result and discussion part 

6. The discussion part should be improved with sufficient references 
7. Conclusion is incomplete. Only the result of the best treatment is mentioned 

as conclusion. Draw some conclusion based on the result of the study 
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1. The references should be of  uniform style (either abbreviated or full name of 

journal) 
2. Correct the manuscript as per the review comment. 
3. Include more references  
4. Check Gross return as per the comment N 64 
5. There is a need to improve language and results and discussion part. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
1. Insufficient data for any conclusion (1 table only as table no 2 is just calculation).  
2. Other parameters ( soli properties after harvest, germination, crop stand, growth 

parameters, root growth, plant height, days to 50% flowering etc. ) should be 
studied for drawing a conclusion.  

3. There is a need to improve language and results and discussion part. 
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