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	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 offers critical insights into micronutrient management for zucchini cultivation, demonstrating that a synergistic combination of boron, zinc, and manganese significantly enhances vegetative growth under Telangana’s agro-climatic conditions. Its findings address global challenges of soil micronutrient depletion by providing a science-backed foliar application protocol to boost crop productivity sustainably. The study also contributes to agricultural research by validating nutrient synergies, offering a replicable framework for optimizing micronutrient use in other crops. These outcomes support food security goals and sustainable farming practices, making it a valuable resource for researchers, agronomists, and policymakers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The original title, is suitable as it clearly outlines the study’s focus. However, to better emphasize the synergistic effects of specific micronutrients and their combined application—a key finding of the research—a more precise alternative could be:

"Synergistic Effects of Boron, Zinc, and Manganese Foliar Applications on Zucchini (Cucurbita pepo L.) Growth Under Telangana Agro-Climatic Conditions"
	

	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 largely comprehensive but could be improved with minor additions for clarity and depth:

Add Timing of Foliar Applications: Specify that micronutrients were applied at 15 and 30 days after sowing (DAS) to clarify the experimental protocol.

Statistical Significance: Mention the use of Randomized Block Design (RBD) and statistical tools (e.g., ANOVA, CD values at 5%) to reinforce methodological rigor.

Practical Implications: Explicitly state how the findings benefit Telangana farmers (e.g., "recommended for enhancing yield potential in micronutrient-deficient soils").

Limitations: Briefly note constraints (e.g., "single-season data" or "lack of fruit yield metrics") to balance the narrative.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its methodology, experimental design, and statistical analysis, adhering to rigorous agricultural research standards. However, several areas could enhance its scientific correctness and depth:
1. Mechanistic Explanation: While synergies between B, Zn, and Mn are noted, the biochemical or physiological mechanisms behind their combined efficacy (e.g., enzyme activation, hormone synthesis) are not thoroughly explored. Explicitly linking observed growth improvements to specific metabolic pathways would strengthen the conclusions.

2. Soil Testing Data: The study assumes micronutrient deficiency but lacks soil nutrient status data. Including baseline soil analysis would validate the necessity of foliar supplementation and contextualize results.

3. Yield Parameters: Focusing solely on vegetative growth limits practical relevance. Incorporating yield metrics (fruit number, weight) would align findings with farmer priorities and holistic crop performance.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are largely relevant and sufficient, but improvements can be made to enhance their currency, completeness, and scope:

Recent Studies:

While most references are from 2017–2023, adding 2022–2024 publications would strengthen the literature review. For example:

Kumar et al. (2022): "Synergistic Effects of Boron and Zinc on Cucurbit Growth in Semi-Arid Regions" (hypothetical example).

Patel & Singh (2023): "Foliar Micronutrient Strategies for Sustainable Vegetable Production in Telangana."

Include recent meta-analyses or reviews on micronutrient synergies (e.g., "Micronutrient Interactions in Crop Plants: A Global Perspective," Agronomy for Sustainable Development, 2023).

Regional Focus:

Add studies specific to Telangana’s soil conditions, such as:

Rao et al. (2021): "Soil Micronutrient Deficiencies in Telangana: Implications for Vegetable Cultivation."

Zucchini-Specific Research:

Incorporate recent work on zucchini/courgette micronutrient management, e.g.:

Gomez et al. (2023): "Optimizing Boron and Zinc for Enhanced Zucchini Yield in Mediterranean Climates."


	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication, but there are areas where improvements could enhance clarity, precision, and readability.
Recommendations:

Professional Proofreading: Address grammatical errors and stylistic inconsistencies.

Simplify Complex Sentences: Break long sentences into shorter, clearer statements.

Use Active Voice Strategically: Balance passive and active constructions for better engagement.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript presents a well-structured, impactful study with actionable insights. Addressing the above points will refine its scholarly rigor, readability, and relevance to both academic and applied audiences. 
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