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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 findings of this study hold practical significance for sustainable agriculture, particularly in
areas with comparable soil and climate conditions. By showcasing the advantages of
combining organic fertilizers with essential micronutrients, this research provides valuable
insights for farmers and agricultural policymakers looking to enhance chickpea cultivation
practices. This study makes a significant contribution to agronomy, offering evidence that
highlights the role of vermicompost and zinc in boosting the productivity and nutritional quality
of chickpea crops.

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

The title is generally suitable for the abstract and study you provided, as it effectively highlights
the core aspects of the research by focusing on the impact of vermicompost and zinc
application on the yield and nutrient uptake in gram (chickpea)

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.

Yes. The abstract is comprehensive

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

The structure could be improved for better clarity and readability.

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 provides a scientifically rigorous analysis of the effects of vermicompost and
zinc on chickpea yield and nutrient content. The use of a randomized block design with multiple
treatments and replicates supports the robustness of the results. Data is thoroughly analyzed
and well-supported by the findings, which are consistent with existing literature. However,

enhancing the manuscript’s organization and presentation would improve its clarity and impact.

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

To enhance the manuscript, consider adding recent studies from the last 2-3 years if available,
and ensure that all references directly support your research findings and conclusions.

Minor REVISION comments

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

Overall, while the manuscript is understandable, refining these aspects will enhance its suitability for
scholarly communication and ensure it meets the standards of academic writing.

Optional/General comments
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his/her feedback here)

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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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