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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript) 

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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 addresses a critical challenge in modern agriculture by proposing locally available organic residues as viable substrates for soilless cultivation systems. By demonstrating that oil palm male inflorescence and sawdust, amended with nutrient solutions, can support robust growth and yield of Capsicum annuum, the study contributes meaningful experimental evidence toward reducing dependence on costly imported substrates.
	





PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Yes
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Write in the Abstract some technical data resulted from your research.
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Ash? NPK – specify abbreviations.
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Many mistakes inIntroduction in citing the references,such as: (Elmhirst, 2005…), [1], culture (M'Sadak., 2013a ;..). Write one style according to the Guide of Authors.
Specify one time pepper (Capsicum annuum L.), not to many times in text “(Capsicum annuum L.),”
To many subsections in Methods. Rewrite in a simple manner.
Insert numbers for equations. Explain parametrs. Use math editor.
Check tables.
In section Conclusion specify more technical data.

	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Yes.
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	No.
The references can be improved. 
Insert more references from the last 5-10 years.
References are not written according to the Guide of Authors.
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	I recommend to be inserted the following references:
1) Helder B. E. Sales, Adriano De S. Carolino, Ronald Z. De A. Nunes, Célio M. A. Macalia, Camila M. Ruzo, Camila Da C. Pinto, Jaqueline De A. Bezerra, Pedro H. Campelo, Ștefan Țălu, Luiz K. C. De Souza, Edgar A. Sanches, Advances in Agricultural Technology: A Review of Slow-Release Nanofertilizers and Innovative Carriers Communications in Soil Science and Plant Analysis,  vol. 55, issue 12, p. 1849–1882, 2024. DOI: 10.1080/00103624.2024.2326145.
2) Țălu, Ș. (2024). Insights on Hydroponic Systems: Understanding Consumer Attitudes in the Cultivation of Hydroponically Grown Fruits and Vegetables. HIDRAULICA, 1, 56-67.

	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	Yes
	





PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Write in the Abstract some technical data resulted from your research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	No.
I recommend to be inserted the following references:
1) Helder B. E. Sales, Adriano De S. Carolino, Ronald Z. De A. Nunes, Célio M. A. Macalia, Camila M. Ruzo, Camila Da C. Pinto, Jaqueline De A. Bezerra, Pedro H. Campelo, Ștefan Țălu, Luiz K. C. De Souza, Edgar A. Sanches, Advances in Agricultural Technology: A Review of Slow-Release Nanofertilizers and Innovative Carriers Communications in Soil Science and Plant Analysis,  vol. 55, issue 12, p. 1849–1882, 2024. DOI: 10.1080/00103624.2024.2326145.
2) Țălu, Ș. (2024). Insights on Hydroponic Systems: Understanding Consumer Attitudes in the Cultivation of Hydroponically Grown Fruits and Vegetables. HIDRAULICA, 1, 56-67.

	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

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

	No
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