
	Journal Name:
	Journal of Biology and Nature

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JOBAN_14204

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	EFFECT OF PANCHAGAVYA ON PHYSICAL AND NUTRITIVE  VALUE OF HYDROPONIC FODDER MAIZE

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article                   


	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 menuscript is important to the scientific community as it is providing scientific validation for the use of traditional organic formulations such as Panchagavya in modern hydroponic fodder production systems. By integrating a low-cost hydroponic technology with sustainable organic inputs, the work contributes to the development of eco-friendly and resource-efficient livestock feeding strategies.  This research also provides baseline data for future large-scale application.
	

	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.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is recommended that additional references from recent years should be incorporated.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	In abstract part, somewhere you are using panchakavya some where panchgavya, correct it. It is suggested to use capital letter in starting. Check hydroponic in abstract part. It is suggested to revise sectin 2.2 throughly. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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