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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 
 

The manuscript is well structure and provide useful information for rice wheat 
cropping system. But I have some suggestion for the author to consider as: 
The author should review specific review for each components under various 
resource conservation technologies. For instance, Author should summarize his/her 
own review on each topic such as SRI can increase nutrient efficiency by utilizing 
resource efficiently etc. Introduction should be compact as a character of overview 
somehow compact structure to attract reader’s interest because most of the readers 
are not basic level. Therefore, I suggest author to summarize some detail 
information in the introduction and analyse some data from the references.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Table caption should be the above of the table and be careful in using abbreviation. Please 
review some text in the table components.  

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Overall good 

 

 
 
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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