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	PART  1: Comments


	
	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 manuscript has importance to scientific communities. It provides information about the nutrient requirement to sandy and clay soil along with the description of soil structure and properties to hold water and influence on plant growth. In general moisture holding capacity and growth of the plant is influenced by chicken manure, urea and type of soil.
	

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

	It is suitable. But it can be modified to make more attractive. Such as Effect of  Chicken Manure, and Urea on the Growth and Yield of Cucumber (Cucumis sativus L.) in different soils under Greenhouse conditions. Or any other. This is simply my suggestion. In fact the study is on the effect of chicken manure and urea in different soil type. Type of soil is generally fix in the field we can alter the nutrients and manures thus I suggest change in title to suit better for the type of study.

	

	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, but I suggest to concentrate on study and results. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript is scientifically correct. However, writing is not proper. It should be smoothened. Thoroughly revised to avoid repetition. First paragraph of introduction is too general. Introduction is too general. Introduction should focus to make background and justification for this research. Not to describe unnecessary things. Do not make general introduction. Focus for the need of study. 
-Discussion part is not proper. He should justify or support the results. Give scientific explanation why you obtain this type of results.
- Clarify in the methodology when the soil moisture was taken. It is confusing. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Give scientific explanation for such results and provide supportive reference. Why clay was effective and sand was not effective etc. You have not spelled anything about the irrigation. 
	

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

	Language is not proper. It should be edited. If there are co-authors they should edit it.
	

	Optional/General comments

	In general, the manuscript is based on scientific research. The methodology and results are okay. However, writing is not proper. It should be edited. In discussion you should add why you get this type of results with respect to your treatments give scientific explanations.
With minor corrections the manuscript is suitable for publication.
I have also made some suggestions on the manuscript in track changes.
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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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