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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.
	Organic fertilisers are considered beneficial for soil fertility as they supply plants with essential nutrients. This can be a limiting factor in many agricultural regions, particularly where soils are poor or have been degraded by overuse or erosion.
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	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
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	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
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	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
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5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
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	4 = Good
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	4 = Good
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
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	4 = Good
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	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	The title of the article is appropriate.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	The article's abstract is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	The manuscript is scientifically accurate.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 

(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	The references are sufficient, but some need updating.
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	No
	


PART 3
	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback

	The paper is acceptable  after making the necessary observations


	


Reviewer details:

Reda E. Essa, The Agricultural and Biology Research Institute, NRC Egypt

Page 2 of 3
V240326


