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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.
	The manuscript provides valuable insights into how different variations or applications of vermicompost influence the overall performance of sweetcorn. The study supports efforts to reduce the use of synthetic fertilizers and promote organic farming practices. The vermicompost is known as organic fertilizer under field condition, and also serve as a soil enhancer.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	I suggest the title should be “ Performance of Sweetcorn (Zea mays L. var. ‘Sweet Pearl F1’) Applied with Different Variations of Vermicompost”
	

	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.
	For me, I suggest that the number of days in sweetcorn reach the tasselling, silking, and maturing stage should be a whole number.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	YES. The manuscript is accurate and valid and based on evidence.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention
them in the review form.
	I found the there are two authors not recognized in your references. Please include your references (Szczech, 1988) and Hossein, et al. (2014)
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English quality is excellent, that makes the paper easy to read and understand.
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