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1. In introduction part, references are missing many times for written 

sentences? It must be added. 
2. Grammatical mistakes have been observed many times in paper. 
3. Add at least 5 Review of literatures in Introduction sections. 
4. In methodology, name of test is written only. Tests should be explained. 
5. Presentation of graph (Fig1 and Fig 2) is different. It must be same. 
6. In result and discussion line 1, why barley crop at all depths was more 

considerable in poplar-based agroforestry system than in sole crop? There is a 
particular pattern or this is just result of your study. Explain properly. 

7. Discussion part is completely lacking, most of the times author only write 
results. 

8. Conclusion of the study more focused toward results. 
9. A well-structured abstract format must be followed i.e. General introduction, 

motivation of study, area method result and short conclusion.  
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