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	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 manuscript addresses a trending and noteworthy issue considering the importance of including sustainable agriculture instead of conventional practices. Under the context of climate change it is the high time that we move beyond solely traditional farming methods. We should also learn about the management strategies and the profitability of other practices so that we can choose the appropriate method at the field level for particular crops and recommend farmers accordingly.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is informative and region-specific, which is good. However, consider simplifying it for clarity (e.g.,

“Economic Comparison of ZBNF and Nutrient Management in Kharif Maize: A Case Study from Chitrakoot”)
	

	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 adequately summarizes the objectives, methodology, and key findings. However there are some minor mistakes regarding grammer.
	

	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.
	The reference list is relevant but limited. Please incorporate more peer-reviewed journal articles, especially recent ones (within the last 5 years).
	

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


	Yes 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is publishable with moderate improvements in methodology description (comparing cost components (inputs, labour, irrigation, etc.)), discussion depth (yield gap between ZBNF and NMP is noted but not critically analyzed. Consider discussing the agronomic reasons behind yield differences.), and citation of recent literature. 
The introduction should provide adequate background to articulate the research gap.

Additional details on how farmers were selected (e.g., criteria for ZBNF vs. NMP practitioners) would improve transparency.

The yield gap between ZBNF and NMP is noted but not critically analyzed. Consider discussing the agronomic reasons behind yield differences.

It would be useful to mention if statistical tests were applied to compare treatment means or economic indicators.

The conclusion is aligned with the findings, though it might be improved by adding specific policy recommendations or extension implications.
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