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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

» As per author guidelines for one year experiment is needed for agricultural papers.
Please if you done any confirmation trial plot, add the details.

» Abstract can be of single paragraph without sub headings. Please remove all the
sub headings of the abstract and correct the sentences accordingly. Pls once verify
and correct typographical errors.

In title Scientific name and variety name of the crop can be given.
Pls ensure minimum experimental plot size requirement, ie.,20sq m.

Appendix can be removed and the same detail can be incorporated with the result
chapter, so that the benefit cost ratio can be well explained by table format with
expenditure, gross income, net income etc.,

Minor REVISION comments

Clusterbean to be corrected as Cluster bean

Key words can be in alphabetical order, recommended dose of fertilizer can be
replaced by RDF.

» In methodology, please explain the detail procedure for banana sap extraction and
its dilution. Did you extract the sap from standing tree or harvested/uprooted tree?

Few more recent references can be discussed in Result and discussion chapter.

Conclusion can be corrected as per the actual result (TNAU pulse wonder
combination recorded maximum.)

» Journals names can be abbreviated

Optional/General comments

Work shows novelty, but the interpretation of results and methodology presentations can
be improved to enrich the paper.

PART 2:

Reviewer’s comment

IAuthor’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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