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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 
 

 
Manuscript entitled “Effect of Organic Fertilizers on Growth, Yield and quality of Cauliflower (Brassica 
oleracea var. Botrytis.)” is an appreciable piece of research, but it suffers from lack of Linguistic clarity and needs 

exploration of certain things like the type of field soil used, micro-nutrient analysis, biological analysis and enzymatic 

activity of the field soil.   

Some Physiological/Biochemical parameters like Photosynthetic pigments (Chlorophyll, Carotenoid content), 

Protein, Carbohydrate, etc needs to be explored in order to add the authenticity of this paper. 
Moreover order to make this paper more Authentic and valuable, there should addition of more Authentic literature 

and references in the “Discussion section.”   

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
For the Authentication of results, the statistical tools like Standard deviation (SD), ANOVA (analysis of variance), 

LSD (Least Significant difference) should be used.  

Furthermore in the “References” section, there is lack of proper sequence like setting of References with 

“Alphabetical order” and writing of Volume number in bold digits. 
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