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	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.

	1. This article is very useful not only for the scientific community, but also for people who need food commodities that are safe and good for their health.
2. This article is very important, which is related to nature, meaning from nature for nature, organic fertilizer is environmentally friendly and sustainable.
3. This article provides insight into why aste should not be waste.
4. From this article, the enthusiasm for research on grants is even more earnest, especially for the scientific community.
	

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

	Yes, it is suitable.
Yes, there are a few, namely:
A few title suggestions:
The effect of application liquid biowaste from marigold flowers on the growth of corn (zea mays) plants.
	

	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, it is.
Yes, there are a few:
1. The top line doesn't need to explain the content of mflb.
2. The parameter results are numbered even though they are not significant.
3. The final line of the sentence "enrichment boosted" and so on are omitted.
An abstract is a quick overview or summary. Its structure is as follows:
1. Main problem
2. Research objectives
3. Research methods
4. Research results
5. Conclusion

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, this manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, they are adequate and up-to-date.
	

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

	Yes, it is suitable.
	

	Optional/general comments

	After repair, please continue to the next step.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(if yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
No
	


Reviewer details:

Inka Dahlianah, Sjakhyakirti University, Indonesia

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

