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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.


	This manuscript titled “Influenced of Vermicompost and Biofertilizer on Growth and yield attribute under Hybrid Maize (Zea may L.)” contributes to the growing global interest in sustainable nutrient management, especially in major cereal crops like maize. As environmental concerns push agriculture away from excessive chemical fertilizer use, the study provides timely evidence on the performance of vermicompost and phosphate-solubilizing bacteria (PSB)-two ecofriendly inputs with practical relevance to Indian farming systems. The findings can support farmers, extension systems, and policymakers in designing integrated nutrient strategies that are both productive and sustainable. Moreover, by analyzing the combined effect of organic and microbial sources, the study adds value to the body of research promoting climate-resilient cropping practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title has grammatical errors and lacks scientific clarity. It is not suitable in its present form.
Suggested improved titles:

· Influence of Vermicompost and Biofertilizer on Growth and Yield Attributes of Hybrid Maize (Zea mays L.)

· Integrated Use of Vermicompost and Biofertilizer for Enhancing Growth and Productivity of Hybrid Maize
	

	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 provides simple results but lacks structure, clarity, and scientific precision.
Suggestions for improvement:

· Begin with a 1-2 sentence context statement on why the study is important.

· Mention the design explicitly: RBD with nine treatments and three replications.

· Present 2-3 important results with units (e.g., cm, g, q ha⁻¹).

· Clearly state the significance level and avoid listing all data values.

· End with a concise concluding sentence highlighting the most effective treatment (T9).

· Keywords should be 5-6 in number and arranged alphabetically.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The experimental design (RBD) and treatment combinations are appropriate and clearly described.

· The results are internally consistent with the tables.

· However, statistical analysis is not sufficiently explained (no mention of ANOVA, CD, SEd).

· Units are missing in several places.

· Discussion lacks references to support explanations (cause-effect not elaborated).

· Interpretation of economic analysis is correct but should be integrated with yield outcomes.

Overall, it is scientifically acceptable but requires moderate revision for clarity and rigor.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· References are relevant but somewhat dated. Only 3-4 are from the last five years.

· More recent studies (post-2020) on vermicompost, PSB, and maize nutrient management should be added.


	

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


	· English requires moderate editing for grammar, punctuation, verb consistency, and scientific tone.

· Several sentences are incomplete, repetitive, or too informal.

· Technical terms need standardization (e.g., “sample most effective” to “most effective”).


	

	Optional/General comments


	Additional section-wise improvement suggestions
i. Abstract and Keywords 

· Add a background sentence on sustainability and nutrient management.

· Briefly mention location, soil type, season, and design.

· Provide only key quantitative findings, not exhaustive data lists.

· Add a clear concluding statement.

· Increase keywords to 5-6; ensure they are specific (e.g., “PSB”, “integrated nutrient management”, “organic amendments”, “hybrid maize performance”).

ii. Introduction

· Begin with global and Indian context of maize production.

· Introduce vermicompost and PSB with latest literature and mechanisms of action.

· Clearly define the research gap (what is unknown?).

· End with precise objectives in bullet form.

· Remove unrelated or repeated sentences (e.g., vermicompost composition details can be shorter).

iii. Materials and Methods

· Add soil physico-chemical properties before the experiment began.

· Mention the statistical tools used (ANOVA, CD, SEd, software).

· Clearly specify application methods, timing, and irrigation schedule.

· Clarify economic analysis (market prices sourced from where?).

· Include a map or layout of experiment (optional but useful).

iv. Results and Discussion

· Present results theme-wise (growth, yield, economics) with logical flow.

· Compare findings with literature to explain why increases occurred (e.g., PSB solubilizes P; vermicompost improves soil structure).

· Avoid repeating the same numerical values already shown in tables.

· Draw appropriate charts for the data for better understanding of the research.

· Highlight the interaction effect more explicitly.

· Discuss limitations (e.g., one-season data, single location).

v. Conclusions

· Keep it concise and aligned with objectives.

· Avoid repeating full data values.

· Add practical recommendations for farmers (e.g., T9 for maximizing yield).

· Mention potential future work (e.g., multi-location trials, soil health impact).

Vi. Additional comments:

· The author(s) should add sections pertaining to recommendations and future scope of the study after the conclusions section, describing in brief how this current research can help in future agricultural research and related policies.

· The author(s) should include some original photographs of the site, experimental plants and soil for better understanding by the readers. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No
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