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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 review article presented here is highly relevant in the present time as the land under cultivation is declining rapidly leading to global food and fodder crisis. The hydroponics  truly seems to be a promising alternative to mitigate this crisis.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No. The proposed title is : Hydroponics: A promising Alternative Technology for Fodder Production
	

	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 abstract could have been better. Some points appear to be repetitive. It can be re-written highlighting the importance of hydroponics and explaining why it is a promising alternative. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Since this is a review article it could have been slightly more elaborate. Certain points like the different hydroponic techniques suitable for fodder production could have been analysed, commercial feasibility of different methods could have been tested, list of fodder plants suitable for hydroponic cultivation could have been provided, cost of investment, availability of skilled labour force could have been discussed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some references like Naik et al 2023 and 2015 a and b., IGFRI 2013, Jamimah et al 2018, Limba et al 2019 are missing .Reddy and Harami 2023 a has not been mentioned in the reference section. Inclusion of more recent references is more desirable.
	

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


	There are some grammatical errors and typographical mistakes which have been marked in the text and these need to be seriously looked into.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The submitted review needs to be more elaborate.
The authors are suggested to include comparative analysis of different fodder production through conventional and hydroponic techniques and also discuss the accessability of nutrient solutions and the sustainability of different techniques. 
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	Reviewer’s comment


	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)
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