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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.


	The manuscript is important to the scientific community in the following ways –
· This manuscript has great significance in terms of most advantageous for livestock farming, as researchers has always been involved to find out new ways by which they could reuse water and recycle it in the most efficient ways i.e using ornamentals for growing plants under that. In the similar way here also, author has found out new way that is growing fodder crops under hydroponics supporting sustainable agriculture. 

· This approach will offer a practical solution to water- scarce regions.
· Reduction in permanent pastures is one of the problems which author has tried to solve and throw a light on interrelating animal husbandry and agriculture, which also has empirical evidence in the current study.

· Also addresses the problem of climate change.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is very much apt for the manuscript given.
	

	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.


	· There could have been a bit of explaination about the” factorial randomized block design” with reference of other researcher who used the same which also could have been helpful in beneficial to discuss the implications of the present study.
· Also suggesting for future studies.
· A sound closing statement will have a good impact on the readers and researchers who want to use it for reference which I feel is missing in the current study.

	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I feel that author could have reviewed more papers and tried to add recent references in the current study. Few references which I found could be helpful. The links for the same are given below-

· https://sciendo.com/pdf/10.2478/aoas-2023-0075
· https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1755-1315/1338/1/012017/meta

	

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


	Author can refine the language a bit as it is meant for scientific communication.
For instance, instead of -

 All the observations were started - The observations began from………
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The use of TABLE 3 and TABLE 4 are nowhere mentioned in the content, has been attached at last and too after the references without any explanation of the same.
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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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