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	Reviewer’s comment


	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	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.


	    The manuscript investigates an important topic related to crop science and agronomic management. The study has practical relevance and the data collected appear useful for improving crop productivity and management strategies
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and reflects the main objective of the study
	

	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.


	•
Some results are presented in a descriptive manner without key numerical values.

•
Experimental design and number of replications are not clearly mentioned.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Introduction

•
Research gap is not clearly articulated.

•
Some statements lack proper citations.

•
Recent literature (last 4–5 years) is limited.

•
The objective of the study should be stated more clearly at the end of the section.

Materials and Methods

•
Experimental design is not described in sufficient detail.

•
Number of replications needs clearer mention.

•
Plot size and spacing should be specified.

•
Fertilizer application details should be provided.

•
Soil characteristics of the experimental site are missing.

•
Irrigation schedule and management practices are not clearly explained.

•
The ANOVA procedure should be clearly stated.

•
Software used for analysis should be mentioned.

•
Significance level and post-hoc tests should be specified.

Results and Discussion

The discussion should:

•
Explain why the observed results occurred.

•
Compare findings with previous studies.

•
Highlight the agronomic implications.

Tables and Figures

•
Tables are generally clear but require uniform formatting.

•
Units should be consistently mentioned.

•
Statistical significance indicators should be clearly shown.

•
Table titles should be more descriptive.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	•
Some references appear outdated.

•
Journal names and citation styles are not uniform.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	•
Minor grammatical errors are present.

•
Some sentences are lengthy and require simplification.

•
Typographical errors should be corrected.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Requires revision
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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:
Monika Ray, Odisha University of Agriculture and Technology, India

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


