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	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 writing systematics are correct, but there is an inconsistency between the background in the introductory chapter and the explanation in the research method, results and discussion.
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	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.
	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The writing systematics are correct, but there is an inconsistency between the background in the introductory chapter and the explanation in the research method, results and discussion. In the introduction it is stated "The objective of this experiment is to apply different levels of HA at different growth times, evaluate finally, the quantitative and qualitative performance of okra", but in the research method it is not visible what is meant by "different growth times" for HA application. In addition, in the results and discussion chapters there is no data on the qualitative performance of okra. Table 2 as mentioned in the discussion, is not available. It needs to be explained why the application of HA from 15 ml/l to 20 ml/l actually decreases the growth and yield of okra
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	The quality of English used is relatively adequate for scientific communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is good enough, but there needs to be consistency between the research objectives, research methods and data presented. There needs to be a more detailed explanation of the relationship between treatment and the results obtained.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)


	


Reviewer details:

Agus Mulyadi Purnawanto, Universitas Muhammadiyah Purwokerto, Indonesia

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

