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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	This manuscript contributes significantly to the field of sustainable agriculture, particularly in soilless cultivation practices. It highlights the comparative efficiency of agricultural waste-based growing media such as rice husk, rice husk biochar, and cocopeat in enhancing tomato yield and nutritional quality. The findings support the use of alternative substrates in urban and resource-limited environments, contributing to improved food security, reduced dependence on arable land, and more sustainable horticultural practices. The research offers valuable insights for policymakers, agronomists, and commercial growers focusing on soilless and urban farming
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is suitable and descriptive. However, a more concise and scientific alternative could be: "Comparative Evaluation of Soilless Growing Media for Enhancing Tomato Yield and Nutritional Quality"

	

	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 generally comprehensive and informative. However, it can be improved by:

· Clearly stating the statistical significance of findings.

· Streamlining language to improve clarity (e.g., correcting grammar and punctuation).

· Avoiding redundancy in results (e.g., the phrase “tomato plants grown in cocopeat recorded the highest values” is repeated with minor variation).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. It employs a well-structured experimental design (CRD), appropriate statistical analysis (ANOVA and DMRT), and a clear discussion of results in the context of existing literature. Tables are informative and well-labeled.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly relevant, recent, and sufficient. However, a few additional references from recent high-impact journals (post-2020) could further strengthen the discussion, 
	

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


	The manuscript's language is mostly understandable but requires moderate revision for grammar, flow, and scientific tone. Some long and compound sentences need restructuring.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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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