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	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.


	Experiment type of researches, for me, are crucial. It provides empirical evidences from actual data gathered. This research can add to the body of knowledge based on the information/results presented on the different treatments that were tested. Future researchers can certainly benefit from it as a reference or as a baseline information for future studies. Farmers, economist and businessmen can also benefit by looking into the returns and cost/benefit results of this study. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is correct. However, the author might also be willing to use: Comparing Different Organic Treatments on Growth, Yield and Quality of Okra (Abelmoschus esculetus L.) in Prayagraj Region. 

· This suggestion emanates from the statistical tool being used (ANOVA) and how the author discussed the results. It seems that the main intention is to compare the effects of each treatment and then later finding which treatment is best, thus this suggested title. 
	

	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 may be improved by adding highlights on:

1. the need to conduct the study, and

2. the methods used.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. The Introduction section was not able to establish the intention or need to conduct this study. Ensure that the discussion touches on Growth, Yield and Quality that connects to the treatments, gross/net returns, and cost/benefits. 

2. Methodology section. What type of random sampling was used?

3. Provide discussion or results in relation to Table 2 results.

4. Are there limitations or variables that were not included in this study? If yes, please present them as part of the recommendation for further study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. References are sufficient and were correctly cited in the Results and Discussion.
	

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


	Yes. Some few observations for improvement:

1. 9th sentence Materials and Methods section: “Total of nine treatments were their including the untreated control which were”. There seems to be a missing word after the word “treatments were”

2. 3rd sentence Results and Discussions section: Whereas not “where as”

3. Present at least 3 paragraphs in one page.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Major revision but achievable or manageable.  
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Reviewer details:

Rey A. Castillo, University of Southeastern Philippines, Philippines
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


