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	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 contributes valuable insights to the scientific community by addressing a critical gap in [research area]. By presenting novel findings and employing rigorous methodologies, it enhances our understanding of [key topic or phenomenon]. The results have significant implications for both theoretical advancements and practical applications, potentially guiding future research and innovations. Furthermore, the study fosters interdisciplinary dialogue and opens new avenues for exploration in [related fields].


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Your title is quite detailed and informative, but it may be slightly long and could benefit from a more concise structure while maintaining clarity. Here’s a refined version:

"Effects of Organic Calcium Sources and Calcium Nutrition on Growth, Yield, and Quality of Okra (Abelmoschus esculentus L. Moench)"
This version retains the essential elements of your research while making it more concise and engaging. If profitability is a key focus, you could modify it slightly:

"Impact of Organic Calcium Sources on Growth, Yield, Quality, and Profitability of Okra (Abelmoschus esculentus L. Moench)"

	

	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.


	Your abstract is informative, but it could be improved by enhancing clarity, conciseness, and completeness. Here are my suggestions:

Suggestions for Improvement:

1. Clarify Objectives – The abstract starts with the objectives but could be more concise and specific. Instead of "to develop and characterize an organic calcium source," you might specify what parameters were studied (e.g., solubility, efficacy, or absorption).

2. Experimental Design – The two experiments are well described, but the details could be streamlined. Instead of listing all treatments, summarize the key comparisons and highlight the rationale behind them.

3. Key Findings – The results section could be more precise by directly linking significant outcomes to their implications for okra growth and yield. For example, stating how much fruit weight or yield improved compared to a control would be useful.

4. Conclusion & Significance – The abstract should conclude with a brief statement on the broader impact of the study, such as its relevance for sustainable agriculture or organic farming.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it would be correct and I am also support it
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are needed to improve by providing some recent research addition and also arrange and rewrite according to the standard pattern in some of it.
	

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


	Yes, the language tone of English is more appropriate and easy manner so communication will be best way
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