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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The work taken up was very good, may bring changes in scientific community and farmers
	

	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.


	1. It is not comprehensive
2. Grammetical mistakes are found

3. No need of treatment details to be mentioned in an abstract

4. Maximum was mentioned in T9 

5. But superior was T6 how?
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically it is not upto the mark
	

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

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


	The quality of English was too bad and might be generetaed by AI tools.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Introduction:
1.Grammetical mistakes (spacing, sentence formation etc..)

2.Not appropriate

Material and Methods:

1.Need to be very precise, should also include: Treatment details, 

Production technology, Preperation of PGR’s

2.Statistical analysis followed should be mentioned

Results and discussion:

1.Growth parameters can be added as you have followed yield and quality separately and comprihencively

2.Results are not properly written and no sight of discussion
3.Blunder mistakes in Table 1 and Table 2 as well Table headings

Conclusion:

Here Superior mentioned was T4 and Best was T5
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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