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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

ogkrwhE

~

11.

12.

13.
14.

The title should be written in proper capitalization

The Abstract should be rewritten as per comments N2-N7

Delete key word RBD (N8, N9)

Mention recent data on area, production & productivity of mustard
Improve Materials & method part (N12-N23)

The soaking duration is uniform for all the treatments. It should not be
mentioned in all treatments. (N17)

The first paragraph of result & discussion is a part of objectives and
materials and methods. It should be deleted

The results and discussion part is very poorly written. The treatment detail is
repeatedly mentioned in every sentences.

In discussion, it was mentioned as soybean seeds. Clarify it (N31)

. In discussion, it was mentioned 2 spacings (30X10 and 45X15). Is spacing

was a part of the study?

Improve the result and discussion part with proper justification and correct
grammar.

Instead of plot yield ( plot area is not mentioned in the methods) determine
standard parameters viz. Kg/ha or g/ha.

A valid conclusion is needed (comment N37)

Rewrite the conclusion with meaningful correct sentences.

Minor REVISION comments

Correct the tables as per comments (N39-N55)

Optional/General comments

The results and discussion part is very poorly written.

e.g. Significantly maximum highest percentage of field emergence (84.72%) was recorded
T9 Neem Leaf Extract + Moringa Leaf Extract(5% +3%) 6hrs and it was followed by T12
Moringa Leaf Extract + Azosprillum(3% +0.1%) (84.72 %), T5 - Moringa Leaf Extract 5%
(6Hrs) (83.33%) and T8 Azosprillum 0.3%(6Hrs) (83.33%). Minimum field emergence was
recorded by TO — Control (72.22%).
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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