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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.


	The topic of fertilization and related subjects has been extensively studied and discussed. However, this manuscript it lacks sufficient references.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title still seems simple and too general.

For example: "Enhancing Dragon Fruit (Hylocereus costaricensis) Quality Through the Integration of Organic Fertilizers and Biofertilizers"

Or "Fertilization Modifications for Improving Dragon Fruit (Hylocereus costaricensis) Quality"
	

	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.


	The word count is too long for an abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	A. INTRODUCTION

Paragraph 1: The profile of dragon fruit as the research object is incomplete. It is necessary to elaborate on the characteristics of dragon fruit that make it a valuable commodity for study. The author should refer to the following journal for more details:
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Enceng-Sobari/publication/340807198_PEMANFAATAN_MEDIA_TANAM_ABU_TERBANG_FLY_ASH_BATUBARA_DAN_KLASIFIKASI_BATANG_STEK_BIBIT_BUAH_NAGA_Hylocereus_costaricensis_TERHADAP_PERTUMBUHAN_TANAMAN/links/5e9e822d4585150839ef50f4/PEMANFAATAN-MEDIA-TANAM-ABU-TERBANG-FLY-ASH-BATUBARA-DAN-KLASIFIKASI-BATANG-STEK-BIBIT-BUAH-NAGA-Hylocereus-costaricensis-TERHADAP-PERTUMBUHAN-TANAMAN.pdf.

Paragraphs 2 and 3: A discussion on the importance of organic growing media and their role in sustainable agricultural practices should be added before elaborating on plant nutrition. The author should refer to additional articles such as:
https://jurnal.polban.ac.id/index.php/proceeding/article/view/1066.

Paragraph 4: The research objective lacks specificity regarding the intended outcomes. It should focus more clearly on measurable aspects, such as the improvement of metabolite content or other nutritional parameters that impact the fruit’s nutritional value.

B. MATERIALS AND METHODS

1. The author did not specify the variety of dragon fruit used as the research object.

2. The quantity and cultivation procedures of dragon fruit were not described in detail.

3. The data collection method used during the study, whether sampling or other approaches, is not well explained.

4. The procedure or mechanism for applying each treatment is not mentioned or explained.

5. The study does not include vegetative growth parameters, which are important for supporting other observations.

6. The quality parameter analysis lacks a detailed explanation of each testing procedure. It is unclear whether the author strictly followed existing methodologies or made modifications. This aspect needs further clarification.

7. The version of the analytical tools used is not specified, and the descriptions remain too general.

C. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

1. The discussion should be structured with subheadings corresponding to each observation parameter to ensure alignment with the research focus.

2. The entire discussion appears disorganized. It should be divided into distinct sections to help readers better understand the findings.

3. There is excessive repetition of terms, such as "T₁₁ [Vermicompost (0.5 kg/plant) + VAM (100 g/plant) + PSB (50 g/plant)]," which should be replaced with consistent abbreviations to avoid redundancy.

4. The discussion lacks clear statistical significance indicators. Figures or tables should be provided to facilitate data interpretation.

5. The correlation analysis is not well-explained in accordance with the methodology. The discussion should be more detailed and structured to improve clarity.

D. CONCLUSION

1. The conclusions do not specify which treatment optimizations were most effective. The findings are presented in a general manner without mentioning optimal values.

2. The conclusion should be revised to clearly highlight key findings for better comprehension.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some aspects need to be added, as I explained in the following comments.
	

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


	It is advisable to check the text using a tool that can assist with proper grammar and language accuracy.
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