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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	It is important. But the use of legume crops as intercrops was not properly evaluated as legumes add N to the main crop, but the author has used the recommended fertilizer dose for main crop. Therefore, the productivity and profitability is not correctly evaluated. Results and discussion section has only the discussion since he has included results also in materials and methods.
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	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.
	It is not comprehensive, you can reduced the abstract by removing irrelevant verbose sentences 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	A good collection of results but poorly presented. Materials and method section has included results also. They should be removed. Tables do not show DMRT analysis though the text says significant differences.
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	Generally a good article but presented improper manner. Results are important to the science community.
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