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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 
 

 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Minor grammatical mistakes, very poor level of English writing the basic terms are 

misspelt like Programms= Programs etc.  
2. Most of the data is represented in the Tables, No flow chart, No plots. (Suggestion)  
3. No standard deviation of the data is provided.  
4. Abstract is lack of motivation and not providing the clear vision of the study  
5. Conclusion also lacked in reflecting the objective. 
6. Frequency of stubble burner not provided, or It is 100 %  
7. Few terms need to be defined: Middle age, Semi-medium land, Innovativeness 

level, Medium cropping intensity etc.  
 

 
English has been corrected 
 
Noted 
 
Revised 
 
Done 
 
 
 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
All in all, very good work. Extend study to the large number of samples and choose 
different region of the state and North western area of the country. Include states like 
Haryana and Uttar Pradesh also.  
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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