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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.


	As this article highlights sustainability and the need for maintaining soil health this work will help to shift towards more sustainable ways of crop production. The compost which was used in this work can used as source of nutrients to some extent. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable. 
	

	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.


	Yes. No suggestions needed. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. But there are some corrections. 
1. In treatments the synthetic nitrogen levels were based on nitrogen, but the compost was not based on the nitrogen. Why?

2. For total nitrogen analysis in soil, the author followed Kjeldahl method. Provide the exact method that was followed. 

3. Provide initial soil characteristics and compost nutrient content in tabular form.

4. Mention the crop variety selected for the experimentation. 

5. Mention crop season and the type of green house structure used to carry out experiment. 

6. For soil pH (1:1), mention the exact procedure followed (whether it soil saturation extract).

7. In husked cob weight, P3 showed maximum results, but P2 didn’t. Justify. 

8. For post harvest soil nitrogen content, P5 has high N(%). But the treatment did not show significant results when compared to other treatments. Justify (If N content is high means it should contribute to yield to some extent).   
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. No further suggestion. 
	

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


	Yes. 
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	The overall manuscript is good.
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