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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.


	This manuscript addresses a highly relevant topic in sustainable agriculture. With the growing global emphasis on reducing chemical inputs, the study provides valuable empirical evidence on the efficacy of specific organic amendments and their combinations for brinjal production. The findings are directly applicable for farmers seeking to adopt organic practices and for researchers working on integrated nutrient management systems. The demonstration of synergistic effects between different manures (e.g., vermicompost and goat manure) is a significant contribution to the field.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable and clearly describes the manuscript's content. For greater precision, it could be slightly modified to: "Effects of Different Organic Manures and Their Combinations on Growth and Fruit Yield of Brinjal (Solanum melongena)". This explicitly includes "combinations," which is a key aspect of the study.
	

	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 well-structured but can be improved. Addition: It should briefly mention the experimental design (Factorial RCBD) and the specific variety used ('Bhavani local') for context. The conclusion should explicitly state that the combined treatment (T5) was superior. Deletion: The sentence on panchagavya enhancing root biomass, while important, is a specific result that may be better emphasized in the main results section; the abstract should focus on the highest-level findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its core approach and conclusions. The methodology follows a standard agricultural research design (RCBD with replicates). However, there are issues that affect clarity and precision:

1. Typos/Errors: "Urinal" appears multiple times instead of "Brinjal" or "Eggplant." "Vermin compost" should be corrected to "vermicompost." These need thorough proofreading.


2. Methodology Clarity: The "Materials and methods" section requires clearer language. For example, "factorial format based of randomized complete Blick design" should be "Factorial Randomized Complete Block (RCB) Design." The application rates for Panchagavya (3%) are unclear—3% of what? A volume/volume or weight/weight basis must be specified.
3. Missing Data: The graphs (Graph 1 & 2) are referenced but not included in the provided document. The results cannot be fully assessed without them or the corresponding numerical data in a table.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is extensive but contains significant issues:

1. Outdated and Irrelevant: Many references are very old (e.g., Ref 1 from 1988, Ref 2 from 1996) or not directly related to brinjal or organic manures (e.g., Ref 4 on chicken manure, Ref 9 on Bacillus subtilis mutants).

2. Duplication: References 7 and 15 are identical. References 16-22 appear to be duplicates of 8-14. This must be corrected.

3. Formatting: The formatting is inconsistent (e.g., journal names sometimes italicized, sometimes not).

Suggestion: The references should be critically curated to include more recent (last 10 years) and directly relevant studies on organic farming in solanaceous crops, especially brinjal. Irrelevant and duplicate references must be removed.
	

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


	The language requires moderate editing. While the overall meaning is understandable, there are numerous grammatical errors, awkward phrasings, and spelling mistakes throughout the document (e.g., "post-floweringat," "Blick design," "admiration to effect," "Urinal"). Professional proofreading or extensive revision by a native/fluent English speaker is necessary to meet the standard for scholarly publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The Introduction is comprehensive but could be more focused. It effectively establishes the importance of organic manures but could be more concise.

- The Results and Discussion section is well-written, interprets the data logically, and effectively links the findings to existing literature and biological mechanisms. This is the strongest part of the manuscript.

- The Conclusion is excellent, summarizing the findings and effectively discussing the broader implications for sustainable agriculture and future research.
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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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