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	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.


	=>The manuscript presents relevant findings on the synergistic effects of plant growth regulators and organic manures on baby corn performance. The integration of NAA and vermicompost shows promising outcomes for sustainable agriculture and eco-friendly crop production. This work contributes to knowledge on integrated nutrient and hormone management and will benefit researchers, extension workers, and farmers focusing on short-duration crops. The study is scientifically sound but requires improvements in clarity, formatting, and reference consistency.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	=>Yes, but could be slightly refined: “Integrated Effects of Plant Growth Regulators and Organic Manures on Growth and Yield of Baby Corn (Zea mays L.)”.
	

	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.


	·  Clear but it would benefit from including a brief note on the economic analysis to strengthen its practical significance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	=>Introduction
=The introduction provides a broad overview but should avoid repetition. For example, the role of FYM is explained twice in detail; this can be condensed.
=Cite more recent references (post-2020) to highlight advancements in baby corn production and PGR use.

=>Materials and Methods
=The soil characterization is mentioned but lacks numerical values (pH, organic carbon %, available N, P, K). Providing these would strengthen reproducibility.
=Clarify the rationale for selecting the specific doses of PGRs and manures (e.g., NAA 30 ppm, vermicompost 4.46 t/ha). Were these based on previous studies or preliminary trials?
=The description of the ANOVA table is unnecessary in such detail. Instead, provide a concise statistical description (ANOVA with CD at 5%).

=>Results and Discussion
=The results are well-supported by tables and figures. However, some figures (e.g., Fig. 1 and Fig. 2) appear redundant with tables; consider retaining only one form for clarity.
=The discussion sometimes repeats the results rather than critically analyzing them. For instance, lines describing cob length and weight should be linked more strongly to physiological mechanisms.
=Ensure all references cited in discussion (e.g., Sowmya et al., 2013) are listed in the References section with correct formatting.

=>Tables and Figures
=Tables are clear, but units should be standardized (e.g., “t/ha” instead of mixed “t/ha” and “tonnes/ha”).
= Ensure figure captions are self-explanatory and avoid repeating the table title.

=>Conclusion
=The conclusion is appropriate but should highlight the broader implications for sustainable agriculture and scalability beyond Dehradun.
=Consider briefly suggesting future research directions (e.g., long-term soil health effects, different hybrids).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	=Reference formatting is inconsistent (e.g., “Banti, and Debbarma V. 2023” should follow journal guidelines).
=Cross-check all in-text citations to ensure they appear in the reference list and vice versa.
	

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


	=>The language is generally understandable but needs polishing for conciseness and grammar. Some sections, especially the Introduction, contain repetition that should be reduced.
	

	Optional/General comments


	=Avoid duplication of data in both figures and tables; keep the most effective format.

=Standardize units (e.g., always use “t/ha”).

=Highlight broader implications for sustainable agriculture in the conclusion.

=Ensure all citations match the reference list
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