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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 paper unfolds results from a field experiment involving various vermicompost 
treatments imposed to rice-pulse cropping sequence. The treatments are well 
designed. However, I have noted the following shortcomings in the current version of 
the manuscript (Refer to attachment): 
 
Introduction-Include few more recent papers. Authors haven't done extensive review 
of literature. 
Objective/s- Rewrite for clarity. 
Materials and methods: Present treatment data in a table. 
References: Match the date and name of each researcher from that of text section. 
 
There are many grammatical errors in the paper. I suggest authors to go thoroughly 
and correct the same. 
 
If possible, I suggest to perform mean separation by LSD test and show these in the 
tables. 
Change one of the data into a figure/graph, preferably the data on seed and haulm 
yield. It wil make your paper more attractive and easy to understand. 
 
Conclusion- Research results are not well concluded. It can be improved.  
 
The paper requires Compulsory REVISION. 
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Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

 
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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