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	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 addresses a timely and relevant issue for sustainable agricultural production, particularly in regions where growers are seeking alternatives to chemical fertilizers. By systematically evaluating different combinations of organic manures and biofertilizers, the study provides practical evidence that can guide farmers, agronomists, and policymakers in improving crop performance while maintaining soil health. The findings contribute to the broader understanding of how integrated nutrient management enhances plant growth, yield, and ecological resilience. Overall, the work fills an applied knowledge gap and offers data that may support future research on environmentally responsible crop nutrition strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is generally suitable and reflects the main components of the study—organic manures, biofertilizers, and their effects on bhendi growth and yield. However, it is slightly long and can be made more concise while still capturing the essence of the work. Below are a few alternative title suggestions that improve clarity and scientific focus:

Suggested Alternative Titles

“Integrated Use of Organic Manures and Biofertilizers Enhances Growth and Yield of Bhendi (Abelmoschus esculentus 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.


	The abstract is generally clear and presents the main findings of the study, including the experimental design and the superior performance of the T₉ treatment. It successfully summarizes the objective, key results, and overall conclusion. However, a few adjustments could make it more informative and aligned with standard scientific abstract structure.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and the experimental approach is appropriate for the research question. The use of a randomized block design with ten treatments and three replications is suitable, and the measured growth and yield parameters are standard and relevant for okra research. The results are consistent with existing literature, and the discussion appropriately links the findings with previously reported effects of organic amendments and biofertilizers.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a good number of references and most of them are relevant to the topic of organic manures, biofertilizers, and okra cultivation. However, a noticeable portion of the citations are relatively old (1990s–early 2000s), and the reference list would benefit from the inclusion of more recent studies published within the last 5–10 years to strengthen the scientific grounding of the manuscript.
	

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


	The overall English quality of the manuscript is acceptable for scholarly communication. The writing is generally clear, the sentences are understandable, and the scientific results are conveyed without ambiguity. The structure of the text is logical, and the authors maintain a consistent academic tone throughout.
	

	Optional/General comments


	As an additional note, the authors may consider incorporating recent studies on plant developmental physiology—such as Uluçay et al. (2016), which highlights the role of hormonal balance and cellular growth dynamics—as this could further strengthen the mechanistic explanation of the observed growth responses. https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms17091472
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