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	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 research is important as it highlights environmentally friendly alternatives to synthetic fertilizers, promoting sustainable agriculture. The paper adds valuable insights into how organic fertilizers can enhance the growth parameters of this crop, which is vital for food security, especially in developing regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is suitable and no change is required in title.
	

	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 a good overview of the study, including the experimental setup and main findings
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The experimental design, statistical analysis, and data interpretation are solid, and the results are presented logically. But would strongly suggest to add some deeper mechanism behind observed results that would strengthen the discussion section. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient but not recent. Some references are very old which might not be validated or confirmed. It is strongly recommended to update references and include latest references that would give a strong foundation to the manuscript.
	

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


	Minor grammar mistakes are detected in the manuscript and language quality needs improvement. Methodology section also needs improvement as there are many grammar mistakes in this section. So minor language improvements are required.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study provides meaningful insights into organic farming practices, but a more detailed analysis of how organic manures affect soil microorganisms could provide valuable context for the observed results. With specific changes that are required in manuscript this study will be accepted and ready to publish. Language improvements are also recommended. Also it is suggested to conclude the study in a better way so that the study is described and explained properl.
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