Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Experimental Agriculture International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JEAI_151166

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	HYDROPONICS: GREEN GROWTH WITHOUT SOIL

	Type of the Article
	Review article


	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 is important to the scientific community because it consolidates current knowledge on hydroponics as a sustainable alternative to soil-based agriculture. It highlights how soilless cultivation can improve resource-use efficiency, reduce environmental impacts, and enable food production in regions with limited arable land. By discussing technological advances and plant–nutrient interactions, the work provides a foundation for future research and innovation in controlled-environment agriculture. Overall, it supports evidence-based strategies to address global food security challenges under changing climatic conditions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title “HYDROPONICS: GREEN GROWTH WITHOUT SOIL” is generally suitable, as it is clear, engaging and accurately reflects the core concept of soilless plant cultivation. However, if a more scientific or formal tone is preferred for an academic manuscript, the title could be refined slightly.
	

	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 is largely comprehensive and well structured, as it clearly introduces hydroponics, explains its relevance in the context of global agricultural challenges and outlines the main themes covered in the review. It effectively communicates the scope and importance of the article.

However, a few minor improvements could further strengthen it:

· If the review includes recent trends or innovations, a short reference to technological advancements or future prospects could enhance its relevance.

· The abstract could be slightly streamlined by reducing repetition of general benefits.

· No major deletions are necessary, but tightening some phrases would improve clarity and conciseness.

Overall, the abstract effectively fulfills its purpose, and only minor refinements are suggested to improve focus and impact.


	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in this section are insufficient and do not adequately support the content. Additionally, the reference style is inconsistent and does not follow the journal’s prescribed format. It is strongly recommended that the authors standardize all references according to a single citation style and incorporate more recent, high-quality literature to strengthen the scientific rigor of the manuscript.
	

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


	Minor improvement required.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Manuscript formatting not good rearrangement all the heading and subheading.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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