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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.


	As global agriculture shifts to more ecologically friendly methods, this manuscript offers important insights into sustainable organic farming practices for rice cultivation.  This study contributes to the expanding body of information on organic nutrient management strategies that can increase crop yield without endangering the health of the environment.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "Effect of foliar treatments on growth and flowering parameters in rice (Oryza sativa L.)" is suitable. However, to be more specific about the treatments, we suggest the following alternative title: "Effect of organic foliar treatments on growth and flowering parameters in rice (Oryza sativa 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.


	Abstract is generally thorough, but it could be strengthened by including more details regarding the locations, duration, and design of the experiment. The following sentence should be added: "The experiment was conducted during kharif 2021 and 2022 in farmers' organic fields in Tamil Nadu and Andhra Pradesh, India, following a randomized block design with three replications." To strengthen the abstract, we also advise adding a brief discussion of the results' statistical significance.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The approach and methodology of the manuscript are sound from a scientific standpoint. But there are a few things that need to be fixed: 

1. The spacing is described as "30 cm × 30" without any units in the Materials and Methods section. "30 cm × 30 cm" should be the specification for this.
2. There is a discrepancy in Table 1 of the Results and Discussion section, where T3 is listed as having 16.1 productive tillers, but the text states 15.5. This disparity must be fixed.

3. There is no section on statistical analysis. The statistical techniques used to analyze the data, including the software and particular tests carried out, should be described in detail by the authors. 
4. T8 is incorrectly referred to as T3 once more in the Discussion section when discussing T3 and T8 in the Sona Masoori variety ("Moringa leaf extract (T₃) and coconut water (T₃)"). "Moringa leaf extract (T₃) and coconut water (T₃)" should be the corrected version. 
5. The manuscript does not include the figures (Figs. 1 and 2) that are mentioned in the text. These ought to be mentioned in order to bolster the findings.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient but could be updated with more recent studies: Add recent references from 2020-2024.
	

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


	Although there are a few grammatical mistakes and awkward phrasings that need to be fixed, the language quality is generally appropriate for scholarly communications: 

1. The sentence "For every growth and flowering characteristic, there were notable differences between treatments" in the abstract should be changed to "Significant differences were observed among treatments for all growth and flowering characteristics." 
2. The sentence "Our soil has become lifeless due to the hardening of its structure caused by the chemical residues of pesticides and fertilizers that have collected in it year after year" in the Introduction should be changed to "Soil health has deteriorated due to the accumulation of chemical residues from pesticides and fertilizers, leading to soil structure hardening over time."

3. In the Materials and Methods: "The experiment was conducted out in farmers' organic fields" should be "The experiment was conducted in farmers' organic fields."

4. Throughout the manuscript, there are inconsistencies in the use of subscripts and superscripts (e.g., hill⁻¹, T₂, T₃). These should be formatted consistently.

5. In the Results and Discussion: "The present investigation demonstrated that the tallest plants were grown under the treatment T₂" should be "The present investigation demonstrated that the tallest plants were observed under treatment T₂."


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important topic in sustainable agriculture and provides valuable data on organic foliar treatments for rice. However, we recommend the following improvements:

1. The methodology section should provide more details about the preparation and application of the organic treatments (concentrations, frequency of application, growth stages at which they were applied).

2. The discussion should be expanded to compare the findings with more recent studies on organic farming in rice.

3. The conclusion should highlight the practical implications of the findings for farmers and suggest future research directions.

4. The manuscript would benefit from the inclusion of economic analysis of the treatments to assess their cost-effectiveness.

5. The authors should consider adding a section on the limitations of the study.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues were identified 
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