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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.


	The manuscript examines the impact of various potting media combinations on the germination and growth of jackfruit seedlings in nursery settings. Standardizing potting media is essential for enhancing the cultivation of robust rootstocks and seedlings in horticultural crops. The findings offer valuable insights for nursery managers and researchers concerning optimal mixtures of soil, sand, farmyard manure, poultry manure and vermicompost for jackfruit seedling cultivation. The study provides applicable insights that can optimize propagation efficiency and augment early seedling vigor in jackfruit cultivation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is mostly appropriate and fits with what the study is trying to do. But it could be a little clearer and shorter.

Suggested alternative title:

Effect of Different Potting Media on Seed Germination and Seedling Growth of Jackfruit (Artocarpus heterophyllus Lam.) under Nursery Conditions

	

	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 has the main goals, treatments and important results. But it needs to be edited for clarity and grammar. Some sentences are long and repeat themselves.

Ideas:

1. In one sentence, make it clear what the study is trying to find out.

2. Fix the wrong statement that says ‘seven (10) treatments.’
3. Clearly say what the experimental design (CRD) is.

4. Briefly list the most important quantitative results.

5. Don't say the list of all the parameters again.

In general, the abstract should be shorter, clearer and better organized.
	


• In some places, the minimum values are the same as the maximum values, which looks like a typo.

	• There should be an explanation of how to use the seed vigor index calculation formula.

• Some of the references used in the discussion don't really connect to the results.

So, the manuscript needs a lot of work before it can be accepted.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript has a good number of references about nursery media and seed germination. But:

• A lot of the references come from small journals.

• Add a few recent, high-quality horticulture references.

• Some of the references seem very old (1949, 1959) and could be replaced or added to with more recent works.

Authors ought to incorporate more contemporary research (from the last 5–10 years) regarding nursery media and seedling development in fruit crops.
	

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


	There needs to be a lot of work done on the English language. The manuscript has:

• Mistakes in grammar

• Wrong ways to put sentences together

• Terms that don't always mean the same thing

• Errors in spelling (for example, ‘manaure,’ ‘agro-climactic,’ etc.)

Before publishing, it is highly recommended that a professional edit the English language.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The document has a number of formatting and typographical mistakes that need to be fixed.

· More clarity is needed in the materials and methods section, particularly with reference to replication and sampling.

· Tables should be correctly formatted and made simpler, yet they are informative.

· Scientific names and units should be written consistently, with italics used as needed.

· The conversation should be less descriptive and more analytical.
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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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