Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Research in Biochemistry

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJRB_143152

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Effect of different substrates along with microbial consortia on composition and quality of vermicompost

	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 highlights the need to reduce reliance on synthetic fertilizers by evaluating vermicomposting as a biologically based alternative for soil fertility management. The authors compared multiple substrates to identify conditions that yield higher quality vermicompost and to clarify how substrate choice influences product performance. The work is relevant to sustainable agriculture and soil health.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	NO. There is no experiment or result that addresses anything regarding microbial consortia visibly. I would recommend limiting the title to the effect of the substrate materials, except the authors can demonstrate how microbial consortia were harnessed in this study
	

	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 lists results but doesn’t anchor them to the central research question, and it omits microbial consortia despite the title. I suggest explicitly stating how microbial consortia were characterized/manipulated and how that links to vermicompost quality.
Reframe the abstract to state the question, hypotheses, core methods (including microbial consortia), key quantitative outcomes, and practical implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Details of the methodology were unclearly documented making reproducibility difficult. The manuscript would benefit from a better structure and more details in the methodology section.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Key statements about vermicomposting benefits, substrate choice, and microbial mechanisms are insufficiently supported/or under-referenced. For instance, the sentence “Long-term studies on fertilizer application reveal that the continuous and imbalanced use of chemical fertilizers negatively impacts the physical, chemical and biological properties of soil” in the first paragraph of the introduction requires several references.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is generally a timely topic. However, to improve it, expand methods to full reproducibility (design, substrate properties, environmental controls, replication/randomization, quality/maturity metrics with standards, microbial workflows, and a prespecified statistical plan)
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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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