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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.


	This research article provides valuable scientific evidence on the effectiveness of organic foliar nutrients such as Panchagavya and Jeevamrutha in improving the growth, yield, and economic returns of garden pea. The findings contribute to the growing body of knowledge on sustainable nutrient management by demonstrating that organic inputs can partially substitute chemical fertilizers while maintaining productivity. The study is important for researchers, extension workers, and policymakers seeking environmentally friendly and cost-effective strategies to promote sustainable vegetable production systems.
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	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable as it clearly reflects the main focus of the study on the effect of organic foliar nutrition on the growth and yield of garden pea (Pisum sativum L.). It accurately indicates the key variables investigated and helps readers easily understand the subject and scope of the research. However, the title could be slightly refined by mentioning specific organic inputs (e.g., Panchagavya and Jeevamrutha) to make it more precise and informative.
	

	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.


	This study evaluated the effect of organic foliar nutrition using Panchagavya and Jeevamrutha on the growth, yield, and economic returns of garden pea (Pisum sativum L.) during the 2023–24 rabi season in Imphal, India. The experiment, conducted in a Randomized Block Design with eight treatments, showed that chemical fertilizer (RDF) produced the highest yield, while Panchagavya at 7% applied at 20, 40, and 60 DAS produced comparable growth and yield performance. The results indicated that the 7% Panchagavya treatment achieved the highest benefit–cost ratio (1.74), suggesting it as a profitable and sustainable alternative to chemical fertilizers in garden pea cultivation.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript appears scientifically sound as it follows a standard research structure with clear objectives, appropriate experimental design (Randomized Block Design), and statistical analysis. The methodology and data presentation support the conclusions regarding the effects of organic foliar nutrition on garden pea growth and yield. However, some improvements in language clarity, data interpretation, and minor methodological details would strengthen the scientific rigor of the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are generally relevant and reasonably up to date, covering the key issues related to the objectives of the study. They include important literature on organic nutrient sources, sustainable agriculture, and the use of Panchagavya and Jeevamrutha in crop production. However, the inclusion of a few more recent studies and broader international references could further strengthen the scientific background of the manuscript.
	

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


	The overall language of the manuscript is understandable and generally conveys the scientific information effectively. However, the English quality requires improvement in terms of grammar, sentence structure, and clarity to fully meet the standards of scholarly communication. Careful editing and proofreading would enhance readability and ensure the manuscript is suitable for publication in an academic journal.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important topic related to sustainable nutrient management and the use of organic foliar nutrition in garden pea cultivation. The experimental design and results provide useful insights into the potential of Panchagavya and Jeevamrutha as alternatives to chemical fertilizers. However, the manuscript would benefit from improvements in language, clearer presentation of results, and minor revisions to enhance its scientific clarity and overall quality.
The study addresses a relevant issue in sustainable agriculture by evaluating organic foliar nutrients for improving garden pea productivity. The experimental design is appropriate and the results provide useful information on the comparative performance of Panchagavya, Jeevamrutha, and recommended fertilizer doses. However, the manuscript requires minor revisions in language, clarity of presentation, and discussion to strengthen its scientific quality before publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Mohammad Shahidul Islam, Bangladesh Agricultural University (BAU), Bangladesh

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


