Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Biology & Biotechnology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JABB_141219

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Effect of different levels of nitrogen on fruit yield and quality of Bottle gourd [Lagenaria siceraria L. (Mol.) Standl.] under Balaghat (M.P.) region

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 study contributes significantly to the understanding of nutrient management in cucurbit crops, particularly bottle gourd, which is widely cultivated in tropical and subtropical regions. By evaluating different nitrogen levels under Balaghat (M.P.) conditions, the research offers region-specific nutrient recommendations that can enhance crop productivity, profitability, and sustainability. The inclusion of economic parameters adds practical value for farmers and stakeholders in horticultural planning. Overall, it addresses a relevant issue in precision agriculture and sustainable crop production.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable but could be slightly refined for clarity and conciseness
“Effect of Nitrogen Levels on Growth, Yield, and Quality of Bottle Gourd (Lagenaria siceraria) in Balaghat Region, M.P.”
	

	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 summarizes the work effectively, but it is slightly verbose and should be made more concise. Consider restructuring to focus on key findings, methodology (RBD, treatments), and clear conclusion. Avoid repetition.

Suggested improvement: Start with the objective, summarize treatments/method, then mention the key findings (T6 performance), and conclude with practical recommendations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design (Randomized Block Design) is appropriate, and parameters are clearly defined. Statistical analyses are performed and results are well-documented with sufficient tables and figures. However, the discussion could be strengthened by further linking findings with recent studies and minimizing redundancy in explanations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are generally sufficient and relevant. However, some citations (e.g., Wamiq et al. 2022) are cited multiple times; ensure clarity and avoid duplication. You may consider including more recent literature (post-2022) if available, especially on nitrogen use efficiency in cucurbits.
	

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


	Moderate. While the manuscript is understandable, the language needs polishing for scholarly clarity. Issues include:

· Verbosity

· Redundancy

· Inconsistent use of scientific names and units

· Grammar and punctuation errors


	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures and tables are useful but need consistent formatting.

· Graphs should be labelled clearly and matched with figure captions.

· Authors should consider reducing the length of the Introduction and combining repetitive sections in the Discussion.

· Adding the soil status before and after the experiment (if available) would strengthen the methodology.

·  Authors should italicize all scientific names consistently throughout the text.
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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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