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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 study supports sustainable and organic agriculture by enhancing soil health and plant growth through bio-fertilizers. With increasing population and decreasing cultivable land in India, improving crop productivity is essential to meet rising food demands. Organic production systems play a key role in sustainable fruit cultivation. Additionally, effective propagation methods ensure healthy planting material, which is vital for long-term productivity and soil quality.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Performance of Fig (Ficus carica L.) cuttings under the application of biofertilizers, cow urine, vermicompost and IBA

	

	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.


	Please provide the full form of abbreviations (C.G.) their first mention in the manuscript.Please clearly mention and describe all the stages as per the table, i.e., 30, 60, 90 and 120 days after planting (DAP), in the manuscript for better clarity and consistency.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The results don’t match with the figure presented in manuscript. Please carefully recheck and ensure consistency between the results described in the text and the figure provided.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Please carefully cross-check all references, as some citations in the text do not match with the reference list. Ensure accuracy and consistency throughout the manuscript.
	

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


	Yes 
	

	Optional/General comments


	According to fig. no. 1, the root length of Treatment T9 was superior than T7. 

According to the fig. 1, the root length does not match the values reported in the manuscript. Please verify the data and ensure consistency between the Fig. 1  and the written results.
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