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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 (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 reports on the impact of the combination of different treatments on turmeric plants with respect to their morphophysiological aspects. Turmeric is an important medicinal plant as well as a cash crop used for a multitude of applications. Therefore, the study is important to find out different strategies to enhance its production with the increasing demand, particularly with the drastic climate changes. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript “Studies on the influence of biocontrol agents on growth and yield of Turmeric (Curcuma longa L.) varieties” is too generalised. Therefore, the author needs to provide a title that is self-explanatory to the objectives of the study.

Further, the title has mentioned “Turmeric varieties”, but no where is seen any other variety rather than Salem variety. The author has to check it correctly. 
	

	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 should not contain the title of the manuscript. Hence, it should be removed and rewritten. An abstract should have an introduction, rationale of the study, methods, results, and conclusion from the study. It should be concise within 250-300 words, and be self-explanatory. 

Keyword: Avoid using abbreviations in the keywords. 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript has a well-planned study but lacks scientific soundness. 
Introduction: The introduction needs reframing, and it needs a flow from one line to another. Otherwise, the survey of literature that forms the background of the rationale of the study is well informed. Typographical error has to be checked properly. 

Material and methods:

It is well written, however, there are some technical issues that the authors need to clarify. For instance, the Factor – I: Best treatments of the experiment.  Is the First best treatment of first experiment and the rest, are correct terminology used? Why is it called the best treatment? This will create confusion to the readers. Therefore, the authors are to examine and accordingly provide a technical terminology for the treatment’s name. 

The manuscript does not mention the statistics used. The author has to mention how the data is collected, processed, and analysed. Which statistical tools are used for data normalisation and analysis?

Results and discussion:

The structure of the results and discussion has to be reframed. The authors are to follow the standard procedure so as to enhance the interest of the readers. In some sections, the author has mentioned the results without discussion. Results of each experimental finding should be followed by a discussion. The author is to adhere to the standard conditions of writing the manuscript.

The different treatments showed to have a significant effect and perform better than others, which is an interesting finding. The authors have used CD at p<0.05 as a factor in finding a significant difference between treatments. For example, the treatment M3 has a significant effect on enhancing the rhizome weight per plant (483.33 g) followed by M4 at 477.30 g while M2 and M1 were lower in comparison. However, whether M3 and M4 are at par or significantly different has not been mentioned using statistical applications. Likewise for other treatment, the authors has to mention accordingly. The figures in the graph lack statistics 

Conclusion: The Conclusion is lacking and needs further refinement. The author should further elaborate on the broader implications of the findings. The contribution of the findings in the field of turmeric cultivations and practical applications of the study. 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The number of references is within the standard requirement for a research article. However, some reference which are mentioned in the reference section are missing in the main tect body and vice versa. The author need to check it appropriately. 
	

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


	Yes 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript has to be revised majorly with proper mentioning of the statistics and the details of growing conditions of the turmeric plant so as to enhance its scientific soundness so as to meet the standard of the journal.
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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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