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Review Form 3

PART 1: Comments

Reviewer's comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Please write a few sentences regarding the
importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

This manuscript is valuable to the scientific community as it explores sustainable nutrient
management for onion seed production using NP fertilizers and vermicompost. It highlights
improved seed yield, quality, and economic returns while reducing reliance on chemical inputs.
The findings support sustainable agriculture and address key challenges in onion seed
production, benefiting farmers and enhancing food security.

Noted and corrected

Is the title of the article suitable? Yes, it needed to be changed as the Title is a little bit hard to understand but matching the Revised
(If not please suggest an alternative title) written content.
Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do The abstract effectively summarizes the article and engages readers. Minor modifications and Done

you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some
points in this section? Please write your
suggestions here.

abstract changes are suggested in the track change.

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

The manuscript's structure is well-organized, with each subsection logically following the
previous one. Ensure each subsection addresses specific points to maintain clarity and
coherence.

Noted and corrected

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form.

The references are not relevant add some more references.

Done

Is the language/English quality of the article
suitable for scholarly communications?

The language is mostly suitable for scholarly communication, but some parts need minor edits
to improve clarity and flow. Making sentences clearer and using simpler terms in a few places
will help readability and accuracy.

Noted and corrected

Optional/General comments

There are so many grammatical errors in the article, such as prepositions, articles, redundancy,
and some minor mistakes.

Noted and corrected
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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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