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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

This article is not scientifically sound. Seems to be more like a preliminary test.Not a full length research article 
Seems like a rushed article, no attention given to punctuation, grammar, citation and referencing. 
No of words around 1500 minus references-shows no serious effort from the author to discuss the current work 
In terms of method-experiment conducted only once, results not scientifically valid 
For food crop-when testing plant nutrients, having 9 trt is not easy to get true positive results. This current study 
might have given false positive 
What is the method used for statistical analysis?LSD,Tukey etc 
The current table is not self explanatory 
Every para, there is one citation at the end,is thatenough? This is wrong,need to learn the art of writing a 
scientific article 
A mere 16 references for original article, that says a lot on the poor quality of this manuscript 
Overall this manuscript is very poorly structured with no proper discussion,  
Material methods not clear 
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