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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 study is relevant and practical, especially with the growing focus on organic farming. It offers useful insights for farmers and researchers interested in sustainable vegetable production. The topic is timely and contributes meaningfully to agricultural science.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear and fits the content well. A slightly refined version could be:
“Impact of Different Organic Manures on Growth and Yield of Broccoli”
	

	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 is clear but could be improved by adding key results and the experiment’s location and timeframe. This would make it more informative at a glance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The research is well-planned and statistically sound. Methods like RCBD and ANOVA were correctly used. The results support the conclusions, though a bit more depth in interpretation would help.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are relevant but mostly older. Adding recent studies from the past 5 years would improve it.
	

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


	The English is understandable, but editing is needed to correct grammar and improve flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Add 1–2 recent studies in the literature review.

2. Include key findings (like yield) in the abstract.

3. Edit for grammar and clarity throughout.

4. Briefly explain why you chose those specific manures.

5. Provide before-and-after soil data if possible.

6. Mention weather during the trial.

7. State clearly what research gap this study addresses.

8. Use SI units consistently.

9. Improve table formatting for clarity.

10. Strengthen the conclusion by emphasizing key results.

11. Add a short note on study limitations.

12. Name the broccoli variety used.

13. Describe how each manure was sourced or prepared.

14. Mention how manure might affect soil microbes.

15. Suggest if future trials across seasons are needed.

16. Specify the alpha level used in DMRT.

17. Define abbreviations like FYM at first use.

18. A flowchart of the method could add clarity.

19. Check headings for consistent formatting.

20. Compare results with more global studies in the discussion.
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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? 


	Not found
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