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 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 
 

 
The author should make clear in the literature review what is the specific gap in 
knowledge that the research is intended to address and, subsequently, a discussion 
section that highlights clearly the claim for contribution to academic knowledge. 

 Author re-write the text to meet specific research gap  

 This is an improved agricultural practice which has been proved by 
doing three year experimental in research fields for small holders 
only. From this practice soil health will be improved without losing 
grain productivity. This knowledge will give benefit to those 
agricultural farmers who has very less holding of land. Mentioned in 
last paragraph in result.  
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