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	PART  1: 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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript after considering the suggested improvement represents an important contribution to the scientific community and the circular economy by exploring the potential of Azolla-enriched vermicomposting and goat manure as a sustainable organic fertilizer. The results provide essential information on how the integration of Azolla with goat manure can improve soil fertility, increase nutrient content, and promote environmentally responsible agricultural practices. By highlighting the impact of this system on agricultural productivity and resource recycling, this study offers a practical approach that can be adopted by farmers to enhance climate resilience. This research could also serve as a model for sustainable agricultural solutions at a global scale.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is consistent with the content.
	

	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 summary is somewhat comprehensive, just add some results for the proposed analyses (CEC (méq/100g of soil and SAR for example) if any, of course, with the necessity of mentioning the full name of the species of Azolla plant used.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound, with a well-structured methodology and experimental design. The approach of using Azolla-enriched goat dung vermicompost as a sustainable organic fertilizer is based on established principles in regenerative agriculture and nutrient cycling. The results are presented clearly, and the comparisons between different treatments are logically drawn. However, it would be beneficial to include statistical analysis (such as p-values) to strengthen the scientific rigor of the conclusions. Additionally, visual representations like histograms could help in clearly communicating the data. Overall, the manuscript presents valuable insights into enhancing soil fertility through eco-friendly methods.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Tayeb, N., Hadj, B., Zahra, A., Djamila, A., Brahim, M. M., & Abderezek, B. (2020). GROWTH AND BIOCHEMICAL RESPONSE OF AZOLLA CAROLINIANA WILLD TO SOLUBLE NPK FERTILIZERS. Studia Universitatis" Vasile Goldis" Arad. Seria Stiintele Vietii (Life Sciences Series), 30(4), 193-199.
Radhakrishnan, S., Ravindranath, A. D., Sarma, U. S., & Jayakumaran, N. A. (2011). Azolla & Soya Hulls-Substitutes for Urea in Coir Pith Composting Using Pleurotus Sajor Caju. CORD, 27(2), 46-55.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication
	

	Optional/General comments


	Above, the suggestion lf correction and general comments :

1-GPS Coordinates and Climate Information:
It is necessary to include the GPS coordinates of both the study and sampling areas, along with a brief description of the climate of the region to provide context for the research.

2- Physicochemical Analysis of Azolla Water:
If possible, please provide the physicochemical analysis of the Azolla water alone, as this could offer additional valuable data regarding its composition.

3-  Please clarify the rationale behind selecting the specific volume of water and the duration until the seventh week for watering the vermicomposting bed. This will help readers understand the reasoning behind these experimental conditions.

4-  Kindly mention the number of replications adopted for each treatment (dose) to minimize standard deviations. This will improve the robustness and reliability of the results.

5- Choice of Measured Parameters:
Explain why only pH and electrical conductivity (EC) were measured, and not other important parameters such as cation exchange capacity (CEC) or sodium adsorption ratio (SAR), which are also indicators of the chemical fertility of vermicompost.

 6-Statistical Analysis:
It would be beneficial to include a detailed description of the statistical analysis performed, such as p-values, and the comparison of means using statistical tests like the Student's t-test, to strengthen the scientific rigor of the conclusions.

7-Data Presentation: 
For better visualization and clearer interpretation of the results, consider presenting the data in the form of histograms or similar graphical representations. This will make the differences between treatments more evident.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
Based on the provided content, there do not appear to be any explicit ethical issues in the manuscript
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	. If possible and if this condition exists in your journal, a clear statement of absence of conflict of interest should be included in the manuscript .
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”
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	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	7,75/10 Major Revision
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