Editor-in-Chief, 
Agronomy, 

We have considered all the manuscript's improvements (ID: agronomy-2048388). Please find our comments marked in bold below.  

cc: Review Team 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Reviewer 1:

( ) I would not like to sign my review report
(x) I would like to sign my review report
English language and style
( ) English very difficult to understand/incomprehensible
( ) Extensive editing of English language and style required
( ) Moderate English changes required
(x) English language and style are fine/minor spell check required
( ) I don't feel qualified to judge about the English language and style
Yes	Can be improved	Must be improved	Not applicable
Does the introduction provide sufficient background and include all relevant references?
( )	(x)	( )	( )
Are all the cited references relevant to the research?
( )	( )	( )	( )
Is the research design appropriate?
(x)	( )	( )	( )
Are the methods adequately described?
(x)	( )	( )	( )
Are the results clearly presented?
(x)	( )	( )	( )
Are the conclusions supported by the results?
(x)	( )	( )	( )
Comments and Suggestions for Authors
This is an elegant experimental study to understand how we can utilise recycled products for food production, particularly in an urban setting, which I think should be more prominent in the introduction as an emerging but increasingly major food source for the future. This topic is highly relevant and of interest to the general plant science community. The introduction and text could be revised to make it more concise by avoiding the repetition of statements (examples see below). I also think that the results section would be better presented as tables, rather than in text form, with reference to specific results in the text. The graphs are very clear and well-presented. These small changes would make the paper more accessible and easier to read.

Thank you, Sir, for your encouraging remarks and appreciation of our research work. We have incorporated all of your valuable suggestions in the revised manuscript draft. 

Specific points:

Repetition: example:

Lines beginning 28,150, 194, 463, and 578: bananas as a source of K is repeated on every line

Deleted, where required to avoid repetition. 

Line 193: B. ceiba in italic

Corrected. Now its Italic.

Line 195: Urea – obtained from where would be a useful comment here – major sources, advantage? i.e.cost compared to other N-based fertilizers

Desired information has been incorporated into the manuscript as given below!

See lines 195-197: “[Source of urea used: Sona Urea, 50kg bag-1 packing, containing Nitrogen 46%,  manufactured by Fauji Fertilizer Company Private Limited, Pakistan]”


Lines 251-252: define S1 and S2 fully

Corrected and explained fully now. See lines 253-254.

Line beginning 537: A similar experiment but using larger amounts, i.e. 0,2.5 and 10 ton Ha-1 could be recalculated to the same units as this study to give a better comparison of results, particularly in terms of yield.

In this experiment different treatments were used “Treatments were 0, 2, 5, ton ha-1 sawdust and 0, 5, 10 ton ha-1 broiler litter (poultry manure)”. Whereas, in our experiments, we did not use poultry manure as an organic amendment. Therefore, a comparison can not be made.  

Reference list: referencing format is not consistent – dates in different places

Ali et al. refs not with a, b, c, or d in the ref list

Amu 2005 should be et. al. in the text

Ma et al. a, b or c not consistent in ref list

Hussain et al. has no date in ref list

Naz et al. 2022  - cited as 2024

Anwar T et al – 2021 – cited as 2023

Khan et al. – cited as 2023?

Corrections have been made to all the references as per the format of the journal “Agronomy MDPI”. 
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Manuscript review

The manuscript presents research carried out to test the feasibility of using non-composted sawdust from the red cotton tree (Bombax ceiba) with organic additives in the form of banana peels, eggshells, and urea fertilizer in different arrangements for okra pot growing. After reading the content, I have questions and concerns, and suggestions that I think should be taken into consideration.

 

1) Since you have investigated whether non-composted (fresh) red cotton tree sawdust with added organic components can be an alternative to composted sawdust for okra production, why have you not evaluated/compared this option in experiments?

It is well-documented that plants grew better in composted material rather than in non-composted fresh organic material. Therefore, we did not include this treatment. But it’s a good suggestion, we will consider it in the planning of our next future sawdust experiment.  

2. Have you ever carried out composting of sawdust from the red cotton tree since you suggest that it must be such a long process?

Yes, Sir, we did it. Hopefully, you may able to read our composted sawdust upcoming new paper (using composted red cotton tree sawdust) in the coming future when it will get published. 

[bookmark: _Hlk120472315]3. The nutrient in the media was organic waste, which can only be a source of plant nutrients after mineralization. So, from the start, okra had little chance of lush growth in sawdust, with banana peels and shells (T2, T3 and T4) compared to T5 where there was mineral nitrogen added.

Yes, Sir. You said right. Thank you for supporting our results and findings in this way. That’s why okra's response was different and varied in all sawdust treatments. And the growth of okra was better in T5 compared to other sawdust treatments (T2, T3, and T4) where mineral fertilizer urea was incorporated. 

We added the following lines in the manuscript discussion section. 

[bookmark: _Hlk120472492]See lines 576-580: The nutrient in the media was organic waste, which can only be a source of plant nutrients after mineralization. So, from the start, okra had little chance of lush growth in sawdust, with banana peels and eggshells in T2, T3, and T4 compared to T5 where there was mineral nitrogen added in the form of urea. 

4 In experiments with plants grown in pots, the assimilable element content is given in mg /l of substrate. It is easier to assess whether a species has optimal levels of available elements because content ranges for organic and mineral substrates have been developed for many horticultural species.

Thank you for the information. We are unable to find optimal levels of available element ranges for okra in mg/l for a container.  

Title of the paper

I suggest including in the title, that the okra was grown in a container/pots.

The word 'production' connotes large-scale cultivation according to developed technology.

The correction has been made in the title of the paper as per your suggestion.

Both red cotton tree and okra should be named by their full Latin names.

Full Latin names have been now added to the title.

 

Abstract

- Please specify what the aim of the research was and summarise whether the aim was achieved and which variant was the best.

Aim of the research; 

Lines 26-28; whether noncomposted (fresh) Bombax ceiba (red cotton tree) sawdust with added nutrients could be an alternative to composted sawdust for okra production.

Whether aim achieved; 

Lines 45-47; The results suggested that amending non-composted B. ceiba sawdust with peels of banana, eggshells, and urea enhanced its perspective as a growth medium for okra.

Which variant was best; 

Lines 43-45: In contrast to T2, T5 resulted in fewer days before the first flower developed, an increase in pods plant-1, length of pod plant-1, the diameter of the pod, fresh and dry weight of pod plant-1, and the seed numbers pod-1.


 Introduction

- its too broad and general, I suggest shortening the chapter to 1/2, limit literature items to the most relevant. The introduction should be concise, tight and limited to the essentials.

Now, we have shortened the introduction and made it more concise, tight, and limited to the essentials as per your advice.

Materials and methods

- I suggest reorganizing and naming the subsections more aptly,

Corrected and renamed. 

- table 1 and 2 are the same (except for some data) as in Yasin et al. 2022; this is not good publishing practice!

Because similar laboratory analyses were performed for two different types of sawdusts for two independent and separate experimental setups. 

- it would be good to give the nitrogen dose per pot or per litre of substrate - the urea dose in kg/ha is useful in field experiments.

If you focus on table 2, it is obvious from it that, we have used 1.7 grams of Urea per 5.6 liters volume of substrate mixture per pot in T5. 

Our focus is the substrate industry, where growth media production is usually in bulk. Therefore urea dose given in kg/ha with cited reference (Gemechu, 2018) seems appropriate here. 

- how many plants were evaluated at each T? If I understand correctly: at the beginning (S1) there were 16 seedlings, later 8 plants and in S2 4 plants  at 2 growing sites. This is a very small number of plants to evaluate, in this type of experiments the number of plants should be higher.

For each treatment 16 plants (4 replications x 2 growth stages x 2 locations) were evaluated. A total of 80 plants (16 x 5 treatments) were examined.

See lines 257-259; We added the above-mentioned lines in the material and method section. 

- Please explain, how the suspension for pH and EC was prepared, the proportions of water and substrate are important in interpreting the results. Is the pH of the substrate proper for okra growing (pH range 7.8-8.5) in your study?

A pH of 7.8 is suitable to grow okra but above 8 pH is not appropriate for okra growth. That is why the growth of okra was very poor in T2, T3, and T4 treatments. 

Results

I find the presentation of the results, however unobjectionable, to be essentially analogous to that of Yasin et al. 2022, with chinaberry sawdust - both the morphological and physiological parameters and the presentation.

We have changed it to an extent. However, essentials remain analogous to that of Yasin et al. 2022 with chinaberry sawdust, to make it convenient for readers to compare both sawdust materials and experiments side by side. 

Why didn't the authors develop the results in a different way?

So that to make it convenient for the readers and end-users (substrate manufacturing industry or farmers) to compare both sawdust experiments and materials side by side easily. 
  
Discussion

Does your research team have a new idea for the preparation of a good sawdust-based substrate without composting? 

Until now, we don’t. But indeed we have some plans to go through further experimentations in the future depending upon the availability of funding.

But maybe a short composting with the addition of organic waste, e.g. nitrogen-rich waste from vegetable and fruit production, is needed? It is worth outlining in conclusion what the direction of further research might be.

Yes, short composting with the addition of nitrogen-rich waste from vegetable and fruit production sources is a good suggestion. We added the following line in the conclusion section. 

[bookmark: _Hlk120536659]Lines 594-597; Short composting of Bombax ceiba sawdust with the addition of nitrogen-rich waste from vegetable and fruit sources can be a solution, but it needs further investigation.  

References

Must be reviewed and corrected to the editor's requirements.

All references are corrected as per the journal “Agronomy MDPI” format.
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