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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 
correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should 
write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 

1. The manuscript is important for the scientific community because it discusses how to 
improve onion cultivation by using organic sources of nutrients. The study looks at 
how this method affects the amount of onions produced, their quality, the health of the 
soil, and the economic aspects of farming. The findings offer valuable information for 
promoting sustainable agriculture practices. 
 

2. The title of the article accurately represents the research being discussed. There is no 
need for any other title suggestions as the current one is suitable. 
 

3. A comprehensive description of the study can be found in the abstract, with also includ
es details on the key findings, conclusions, and experimental design. 
It may be improved, though, by providing a brief overview of the technique used and th
e primary findings of the study. 
 

4. The manuscript's structure and subsections are well-
organized, making it simple to understand the research methods, outcomes, and comm
entary. Not much needs to be changed in this regard. 
 

5. In general, the manuscript is scientifically accurate and well-presented, with clear 
methods and data. However, it would be helpful to provide more detailed explanations 
for certain results, particularly in terms of the reasons behind the effects of organic 
sources on crop yield and soil health. 
 

6. The sources mentioned in the manuscript are appropriate and related to the topic. 
However, it would improve the credibility of the manuscript to include more recent 
references, especially those published within the last 5 years, to show current 
knowledge in the field. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
The article's language and English quality are appropriate for academic communication. 
However, making some minor grammatical or stylistic improvements could make it easier to 
read and understand. 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

*Please provide more detailed explanations for certain findings, particularly regarding how 
organic sources impact yield and soil fertility.  
*Make sure to clarify any unclear statements or terms to help readers understand better. 
*Kindly provide a brief overview of the study's limitations and possible fields of further investig
ation to facilitate a more thorough conversation 
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PART  2:  
 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 

that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her 
feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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