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Review Form 3
PART 1: Review Comments

Compulsory REVISION comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

The study provides practical insights into the effectiveness of various growing media, especially the use
of coco peat and vermicompost, which are eco-friendly and sustainable options. The research is
methodologically sound, with clear and reproducible results. Overall, the discussion ties well with the
study's objectives and results.

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Yes.

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 is quite lengthy and divided into subheadings, which could be streamlined for clarity. |
recommend rewriting it as a single paragraph while focusing on significant results to ensure better
readability. Some repetitive details regarding the growing media combinations could be shortened,
emphasising only the key findings. This will make the abstract more concise and impactful for readers.
However, it needs some minor revisions regarding citation of methodology used and grammar errors.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

Yes. However, it needs some minor revision to omit some sentences in Abstract and Introduction.

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific
correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that
this manuscript is scientifically robust and
technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may
be required for this part.

The manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound due to its clear presentation of results,
supported by well-organised tables that provide solid evidence for the conclusions. The study design,
utilising a completely randomised design (CRD) with three replications for each treatment combination,
ensures reliability and replicability. Additionally, the authors made valid comparisons and provided a
clear rationale for their findings.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestions of additional references, please mention
them in the review form.

Yes.

Minor REVISION comments

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

Yes, however it needs some minor revisions regarding grammar errors.
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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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