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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

1. Abstract did not capture brief introduction, materials and methods as well as Ly CladaA? /
recommendation. . i
2. Data as observed was from only one season, as such recommendation will & oy L @Ay TN v
not be good enough : . HE A {als
3. The statistical used in the analysis was not stated as well as the probability I LT ;
level in which the means were separated. " 4 an i P
4. No GIS of the site was provided Pa) Cnpvee! »h - "\
5. Theintroduntion did not capture data collected on blackgram annual
production which justified it being regarded as highly remunerated crop.
6. The sampling was wrong. Collecting data from 10 plants/replication is gross
inadequate.
Minor REVISION comments
1. Untreated and control means one. Use one term throughout

Optional/General comments
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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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