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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 manuscript is important as it shows the effects of organic manures and biofertilizers on the growth, yield, and quality of Indian spinach, a widely consumed and nutritious leafy vegetable. It emphasizes sustainable and eco-friendly farming practices, crucial for reducing chemical fertilizer use and improving soil health. The findings guide researchers, agronomists, and farmers in optimizing nutrient management, and help fill knowledge gaps on the combined use of organic and microbial inputs in leafy vegetable cultivation.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is somewhat long and inconsistent. If the “influence” word replace with “effect” and “growth and productivity” with “growth and yield” aligns it better with agricultural standards and makes it clearer for readers. The word “manures” is unnecessary, as “organic” or “organic fertilizers” is commonly used. Thus, the revised title:

 “Effect of Organic and Bio-fertilizers on Growth and Yield of Indian Spinach” is more standard.
	

	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 clearly presents the research topic, objectives, experimental design, and the effects of organic manures and biofertilizers on Indian spinach, including plant height, number of leaves, fresh weight, yield, and quality parameters (chlorophyll and TSS). However, some sentences are long and slightly repetitive, with minor grammatical errors, and the quality parameters are briefly described. The abstract could be improved by shortening and simplifying sentences, summarizing the effects of T10 and T7 together, clearly indicating statistical significance, and providing more detail on quality measurements.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the scientific content of the manuscript is good, with a clear topic, objectives, experimental design, and valid results. However, some sentences are somewhat long, complex, and repetitive, and need revision. If the language flow, sentence brevity, clarity of statistical information, and explanation of quality parameters are improved, the manuscript would be much closer to meeting journal standards.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most of the references are directly related to the topic of the manuscript and are generally sufficient, including some recent studies up to 2023, with a mix of journals, books, and dissertations. However, some references are repeated (e.g., Jabeen et al., 2018 and Krishna et al., 2022), some contain incomplete or unclear information (e.g., Jamoh, 2021), there are format inconsistencies, and a few are outdated (e.g., Gairola et al., 2009; Jha & Jana, 2009), which may weaken international credibility. Removing duplicates, completing incomplete information, and adding a few recent international references (2020–2024) on the effects of organic manures and biofertilizers would further improve the manuscript’s credibility and scientific quality
	

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


	Yes, the content, abstract, introduction, and other sections of the manuscript are generally clear and suitable for scholarly publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	If the following aspects are improved, the manuscript will become more polished and readable.
· Long and complex sentences that affect readability.

· Repetition and some unclear or incorrect expressions.

· Minor grammatical errors and punctuation inconsistencies.

· Occasional imprecise use of scientific terminology.

By shortening and clarifying sentences, improving structure, clearly presenting statistical information, and properly explaining quality parameters, the manuscript would be much closer to meeting scholarly journal standards and suitable for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Bakhti Khan Mushtaq, Pamir University , Khost Afghanistan 
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

