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Review Form 1.6

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

In the manuscript entitled' Effect of plant growth regulators on growth parameters,
biochemical studies and yield of mustard [Brassica juncea (L.) Czern & Coss.] under
sodic soil'

Some numbers of issues in manuscript should be address:

1- Abstract:

e The author should be removing the paragraph (The present investigation
entitled “Effect of plant growth regulators on growth parameters, biochemical
studies and yield of mustard [Brassica juncea (L.) Czern & Coss.] under sodic soil.”
was conducted during the Rabi-2018 at the Main Experiment Station, Narendra
Deva University of Agriculture & Technology, Narendra Nagar, Kumarganj,
Ayodhya.) from the abstract and write in a brief about : the Brassica J. , the
method of the present study then the significant results and finally the
conclusion of what the author find.

e The study design (The field experiment was laid out in randomized block
design with seven treatments and three replications) should be present in
the method section.

2- Introduction:

e ltis prefer to write the introduction briefly and support it with relevant
ref.

3- Methods:

e (Take 1 ml supernatant, 1Iml H202, 3 ml phosphate buffer. Keepit at
370C for 3 minutes in water bath, take 1ml + 3ml|
(K2Cr207.CH3COOH). Keep in water bath for 10 monutes, take O.D. at
570 nm. Express result as enzyme unit gram-1 freshweight or gram-1
protein basis). The author should rewrite this paragraph.

4- Conclusion:

The author should rewrite the conclusion regarding to the current study.

All the necessary corrections were done as indicated

All the necessary corrections were done as indicated

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

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 ves, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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