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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.

	My Honest suggestion is that this manuscript holds strong importance for the scientific community because it brings together a wide range of findings on vermicompost and its role in organic farming. It not only explains how vermicompost improves soil health and crop growth but also highlights its potential to reduce environmental risks such as greenhouse gas emissions and heavy metal contamination. By identifying research gaps and practical challenges, the review gives scientists and farmers clear directions for future studies and applications. Overall, it serves as a valuable reference for advancing sustainable agriculture through biologically active soil amendments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the current title “A Comprehensive Review of Vermicompost and Organic Agriculture” is suitable because it clearly reflects both the subject (vermicompost) and the broader context (organic agriculture). However, it is a bit generic, and a more specific title could make the article stand out and attract more readers. But I can suggest few as :-
· Vermicompost in Organic Agriculture: Processes, Properties, and Agronomic Benefits.
  ·  Vermicompost as a Key Input for Soil Health, Crop Productivity, and Sustainability in Organic Farming.
·  From Waste to Resource: The Role of Vermicompost in Enhancing Organic Agriculture.

	

	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, the abstract of the article is fairly comprehensive—it outlines the production process, distinguishing properties, soil and crop benefits, derivative products (like teas), environmental implications, and research gaps. This gives readers a good overview of the whole manuscript.
However, a few improvements could make it even stronger:

1. A brief mention of quantitative benefits (e.g., average yield improvement or soil carbon gains) would give the abstract more weight.
2. A line highlighting the practical applications for farmers could make it more reader-friendly.
3. Since climate change is a global concern, a clearer note on climate mitigation potential (reduced GHG emissions, improved carbon storage) would strengthen its relevance.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct. It is well-supported with references from recent studies, meta-analyses, and experimental findings, which adds credibility to its claims. The discussion on vermicompost production, its chemical and biological properties, soil health outcomes, crop yield responses, and environmental implications is consistent with established scientific knowledge. The paper also acknowledges limitations, context dependence, and areas where more research is needed, which shows a balanced and cautious scientific approach. Overall, the content is scientifically sound and aligns well with the current understanding of vermicompost and organic agriculture.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes but try to add more recent and updated references 
	

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

	 yes
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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