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	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.


	Vermicompost is the trending and affordable bulky organic manure at present. It will be effective to identify the suitable crop residues for the preparation of vermicompost to attain the increased nutrient content. Hence the manuscript is highly effective to the readers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title suits to the content.
	

	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.


	I request the author to write the result in abstract to be precise and short and to the point that can be easily understandable.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes 
	

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

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


	The communication of the article and sentences used in this are good and easily understandable
	

	Optional/General comments


	I congratulate the author for the selection of this experiment. Though the author needs to explain the result in detail and the words used in the treatment should be followed everywhere. Sub Topics and content should be same. Results and discussions can be written in crispy and attractive manner and not in the usual way. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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