Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Scientific Research and Reports 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JSRR_138969

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Influences of Panchgavya in Conjunction with Bulky Organic Manure on Growth Attributes of Black Sesame (Sesamum indicum L.)

	Type of the Article
	


	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.


	This manuscript provides valuable insights into sustainable and organic agricultural practices by evaluating the combined effects of Panchgavya and bulky organic manure on the growth of black sesame. Given the growing global interest in eco-friendly farming methods and the nutritional importance of sesame, this study contributes meaningfully to both scientific understanding and practical applications in agronomy. The findings can be particularly beneficial for regions with similar agro-climatic conditions and support the promotion of integrated nutrient management (INM) approaches. Moreover, the work aligns with the goals of improving soil health and crop productivity without over-reliance on chemical fertilizers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable as it clearly conveys the subject of the study and the experimental variables. However, for clarity and conciseness, a slightly refined version could be:

Suggested Title:
“Effect of Panchgavya and Organic Manure on Growth Attributes of Black Sesame (Sesamum indicum L.) under Kharif Conditions”
	

	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 provides a reasonable overview of the study, including objectives, methodology, and key findings. However, it can be made more effective by including:

· The location of the study (Itanagar) briefly.

· Numerical results to support the claims (e.g., plant height, dry weight).

· A brief mention of the conclusion or significance.

Suggested Revision:
A field experiment was conducted during the Kharif season of 2024 at Himalayan University Agricultural Farm, Itanagar, to evaluate the effect of Panchgavya combined with bulky organic manure on black sesame (Sesamum indicum L.). Eight treatments involving different combinations of RDF, FYM, and Panchgavya were tested in an RBD design. The treatment with 100% RDF + 100% FYM + 5% Panchgavya (T7) significantly enhanced plant height (114.6 cm), leaf length (12.4 cm), number of leaves (100.6), and dry weight (30.9 kg) at 90 DAS. The study highlights the potential of integrated nutrient management in promoting sustainable sesame cultivation.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in terms of methodology and data analysis. The use of a Randomized Block Design (RBD), replication, and evaluation of growth parameters across multiple time points are appropriate. However:

· Statistical significance is inconsistently marked in tables (e.g., F-test marked as “NS” or “S” without clarity).

· Some data presentations (e.g., graphs, figures) are missing or inadequately labeled.

· Language inconsistencies slightly hinder comprehension in some parts.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references include a mix of foundational and recent works, including citations from 2011 to 2024, which is acceptable. However:

· Only a few recent studies (post-2020) are cited. Consider adding more contemporary literature, especially on Panchgavya use in organic farming.

· If possible, include additional references on sustainable farming, biofertilizers, and INM practices in sesame or similar oilseeds.
	

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


	The manuscript's English is generally understandable but requires improvement in the following areas:

· Grammar and sentence structure: Several sentences are lengthy or poorly structured.

· Repetition: Avoid repeating the same treatment description (e.g., "100% RDF + 100% FYM + 5% Panchgavya") multiple times; use abbreviations or table references.

· Spelling and punctuation: Minor errors exist (e.g., “height was observed to be statistically significant” is repeated awkwardly).
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