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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.

	-
	

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

	Yes the title of the article is suitable and perfectly explain the research work carried.
	

	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 language of the abstract need to be revised from grammer and English point of view. 
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Yes the manuscript follows the proper subsections and structure to explain to the details of their scientific study. 
	

	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 research work is focused on recycling the poultry waste by traditional and modern approach. The manuscript has documented change in chemical parameters of fermented poultry waste. The research work has reported an increase in uptake of mineral fertilizer by changing the physical and chemical properties of soil.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	References are sufficient but three to four recent references may be incorporated.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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

	


No, the language/English quality of the article is not suitable for scholarly communications. 

	

	Optional/General comments

	The language of the manuscript is vague, difficult to understand, too long sentences. Many sentences ends without full stop. Their is a lot of ambiguity in the research paper. References are not as per journals format. Some authors name is written differently in reference section and in text. Some references are written only in reference section and not found within text. Many errors in the table, the brackets are closing in reverse format at many places. 
	














	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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