


UYWL

= Y PN e
2992 Le 3NN

1121587159810 15HIUITI6

f. B13. DISUE WM LuNe

APV VN AV S LAZNSNEINTNITLNH
AUSLNHAIANENS NBIINYNBSADULULNY




BIYAUSTNE

> M luaaaanan 15815311715 EI 6
> 115d11M s mANNsanazls
> Fafsndunaunisidon

> Bunaum st aNauRLU

> NSEgUSIEIIULAaSHIYa

> wananeauaiugnljs




1849711

= A research paper describes a new
experiment, or series of experiments,
conducted by the author(s).

= |t focuses upon the outcome
(results) of the experiments but will
also describe the methods used and
describes the implications of this
experiment.




N LHABIANHNNSI1YITIUIDY
Tw31s87153 99015 RIRIY 6

> HIAIFIUAMAIN

(§ peer review NAAMATIN)
> AAULYANISLUYUNS

> KPl 229%128497%




115815381015 UIUIBI6
L WINIISUIDE LS




The content of the paper Is generally
scientific correct, even if the treated topic is
not truly innovative. The methodologies and
methodological plan are correct and the
discussion data Is generally appropriate; the

style is generally clear.




This is'a well-planned and straightforward
study. Introduction is to the point with sufficient
and relevant information. Rational and
objectives of the work are clearly defined.

, and results and discussion are
clearly described and interpreted with
appropriate references.

However, the only concernjiisthat ....../........../




You have to build the story. What has been done
and what has not been done must be clearly
mentioned. Your paper does not do that. You
must point out what is new that you are giving to

the literature. The originality_of your work
becomes suspect whenyou say that your aim was
to confirm someone else’s results. The rationale
must come just before the objectives.




What does a reviewer

. Look for?
AN

S it ORIGINAL?

S it CORRECT/ACCURATE?

S it INTERESTING?

 Are the data REPRODUCIBLE?

e Are previous work properly CITED?/
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e ORIGINAL — 97u338

e CORRECT/ACCURATE — 914338
* INTERESTING — 9117999/1284

e REPRODUCIBLE ™ §11798/138

e CITED— a71U338 (review)/LJ8U (cited)
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Format for the Paper

e Title and Authors

 Abstract

e Introduction

 Materials land Methods

 Results (with Tables and Figures)
e Discussion and Conclusion

» Acknowledgments

 References
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Physiological determinants for pod yield of peanut lines
(Crop Science)

Yield stability evaluation of peanut lines: A comparison
of an experimental versus a simulation approach
(Field Crops Research)

Weeds—friend or foe? The role of weed composition on
stover nutrient recycling efficiency
(Field Crops Research)

Chlorophyll stability is an indicator of drought tolerance
In peanut (J. Agronomy & Crop Science)
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In many agricultural systems, there exists a
prolonged time gap between two cropping cycles
which poses a potential risk for nutrient losses and

environmental pollution. While in many temperate
areas these gaps consist often of a wet winter
period, in tropical countries an extended dry period
often occurs. For example, in the Northeast/ of
Thailand
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n1sLdeu Abstract

Abstracts should contain the rationale,
objectives, methods, results, and their
meaning or scope of application. Be
specific. ldentify the crops or organisms

Involved, the soil type, chemicals, and other
detalls that are pertinent to the results. Do
not cite references.
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Check list for evaluating a'paper @

1., Title
1.1 Is it an accurate reflection of content and main message?

2. Abstract

2.1 States why research was done.

2.1.1 Provides the context for the research.
2.1.2 Presents objectives and /or hypothesis.
2.2 How study was conducted.

2.3 Key results presented.

2.4 Conclusions and implications.




3. Introduction

3.1 States the research problems and its importance.

3.2 States general field of interest.

3.3 Previous finding outlined that can be accepted or
challenged.

3.4 Specified the research question that will be-examined
and how (objectives/hypothesis/research
guestions/approach)




4. Materials and Methods

4.1 Explains how you gathered the evidence.

4.2 Present enough detail for the research to be
repeated.

4.3 Outlines materials used.
4.4 Explained methods used.

4.5 Describes statistical tests used.




5/ Results

5.1 For each table and figure points out salient features
and connects results.

5.2 Examines the evidence.
5.3 Logical order of the results.

5.4 Tables clearly labeled and self-explanatory.

5.5 Figures effective and clear.




6. Discussion

6.1 Assesses conflicting evidence and reaches a verdict.
6.2 Examines alternative hypotheses or explanations.
6.3 Starts and concludes with most importance findings.

6.4 Structured as a critical argument.

6.5 Explores implications for the discourse, further
research or practical application.
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Comments 91n reviewers

Both referees suggest a revision of the
manuscript.

Referee A asks for eliminating too details in the
Results section and avoiding to describe again
the results in the Discussion section.

Referee B criticizes the fact that an appropriate
non-fixing control pertaining to mungbean was

not used in the N dilution studies.

The authors need to clearly explain as to how this
problem was addressed.
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The reviewers has considered this
manuscript and have agreed that the
methods and analyses are generally sound
and of high standard. However, one reviewer

indicated that the results are not sufficiently
novel compared with existing publications by
the authors. The other reviewer points out
that the lack of G/ x E for SLA etc. does need
to be demonstrated again here, regardless of
the finding of the others.
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3. Poor experimental design and/or

Inadequate investigation 4u singatias

4. Lack of focus
5. Insufficient problem statement

6. Methods not described in detall




7. Overinterpretation of results

8. Inappropriate or incomplete statistics

9. Conclusions not supported by data

10. Incomplete, inaccurate, or outdated
review of the literature

11. Author unwilling to revise the manuscript
to address reviewer's suggestions
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