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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 important to the scientific community as it explores vermiwash as a sustainable alternative to chemical fertilizers, contributing to soil health and plant productivity. Its findings support eco-friendly agricultural practices, promoying long term soil fertility and reduced chemical dependency.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested: Development of a vermiwash Production Technique, Evaluation of its Physicochemical Parameters, and its effect on Plant Growth
	

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


	Consider rewording:- Maintaining soil health is essential for sustainable agriculture.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of its research objectives, methodolgy and findings. But it requires minor refinements, addressing these points will enhance its credibility and impact.Incomplete discussion on microbial activity, elaborate on how microbial communities contribute to soil and plant health. Include statistical tests to confirm whether the differences between treatments are significant. Clarify how many samples were tested per treatment to ensure reproducibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Mostly sufficient and relevant, However, there are a few areas for improvement-
While, some recent references are included a significant portion of the citations are older than 10 years. Updating these more current findings would strengthen the manuscript.

	

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


	Some sentences are too long and complexes. Certainphrases need refinement for better academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This article is good, it requires revisions before acceptance for publication.
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)


	


Reviewer Details:

Moomal Bharadwaj, Agriculture University Kota, India
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

