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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The manuscript has a strong title, which clearly conveys its focus on the impact of organic manures on cabbage nutrition. However, the content lacks depth in explaining the mechanisms behind the observed effects and does not provide sufficient practical insights for farmers. Enhancing the discussion and offering more detailed recommendations would improve its overall value.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "Effect of Organic Manure on Nutrient Content of Cabbage Head (Brassica oleracea var. capitata)" is generally suitable as it accurately reflects the main focus of the study. However, it could be made more specific to emphasize the inclusion of biofertilizers and the impact on nutrient quality. A possible alternative title could be:
"Impact of Organic Manures and Biofertilizers on the Nutrient Quality of Cabbage (Brassica oleracea var. capitata)" This title better reflects the comprehensive approach of the study.
	

	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 provides a good overview of the study, mentioning the key treatments and the results observed in terms of nutrient content in cabbage. However, it lacks some essential details that would make it more comprehensive and clearer for the readers. Here are my suggestions:

1. Include the aim or objective: Clearly state the primary goal of the study at the beginning, such as improving cabbage nutrient content through organic manure and biofertilizer application.

2. Clarify the methodology: Briefly mention the experimental design and the main treatments applied, as this will help readers understand the scope of the experiment.

3. Discuss the key findings: While the abstract mentions the results, it could provide a more concise summary of the key findings, including the significance of the treatments.

4. Conclude with implications: The abstract should end with a statement on the potential benefits of the study’s findings for sustainable agriculture or practical applications.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	The manuscript structure is generally appropriate, but improvements can be made in clarity and flow between sections. More details on experimental design and statistical methods in the methodology section would be helpful. The discussion could benefit from a deeper analysis and comparison with existing literature, and the conclusion could be expanded to include broader implications.
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with a robust experimental design and standard methods for nutrient estimation. It effectively explores the impact of organic treatments on cabbage nutrient content, contributing to sustainable agriculture. However, clearer explanations in some areas could enhance its scientific clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

-
	The citations are not properly referenced in the manuscript. Ensure that all citations are correctly formatted and referenced in the bibliography. Also, the references are limited and outdated. Adding recent studies on organic fertilizers, biofertilizers, and cabbage nutrient content would strengthen the manuscript.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	The language quality of the article needs improvement. Several sentences are unclear or awkwardly structured, which affects the overall readability. I recommend revising the manuscript for better clarity, coherence, and grammatical accuracy to meet the standards for scholarly communication.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript explores the effect of organic manures on cabbage nutrient content but lacks clarity in methodology, depth in the discussion, and recent references.
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	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)
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