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Manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound because author has followed all the
standard producer and methods of research.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
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suitable for scholarly communications?

Good

Optional/General comments

Created by: DR Checked by: PM

Approved by: MBM Version: 3 (07-07-2024)




Review Form 3

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)

Reviewer Details:

Name: Vijay Kumar

Department, University & Country Central Agricultural University (H Q Imphal), India

Created by: DR Checked by: PM Approved by: MBM Version: 3 (07-07-2024)




