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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 authors have done a remarkable job and overall the manuscript is well written and presents new scientific knowledge to the scientific world. The contribution is a new, significant and original.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of manuscript is meaningful, interesting, clear for  the readers and suitable for the journal.

	

	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 section  is well written and comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This article is well written, technically sound and in well scientific style. But,very short written,  research gap are missing.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Authors have not not cited references carefully.
	

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


	The language of manuscript is fine.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The title clearly reflects the contents.

· Abstract section is well written.

· Keywords are meaningful and adequate

· Introduction section is very poor written, please update with latest references, add research gap  research hypothesis.

· What were the physical, chemical and biological properties of soil, sand and compost material in the materials and methods section?

· Statistical analysis section is missing.

· Results are clearly represented, but the data is not enough. Please add few more parameters. If possible?

· Add a correlation table/RDA figure.

· Why authors have not statistical analysis the data.

· Why authors have not indicated the Table 1, 2, 3 and 4, Figure 1 and 2, and Plate 1 in the text body of manuscript? 

· Statistical and alphabetical letters are missing on the each column of Fig 1 and 2.

· It is requested that remove the sub-lines from table 1, 2 and 3.  

· Discussion section need to be strengthen with relevant and latest literature as per your results.
· Please add research limitations, advantages and disadvantages of this present study.

· The language of the manuscript should be improved to increase the readability of the manuscript.

· I recommend acceptance after these changes to the journal.
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	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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