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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 presents significant findings that are valuable to the scientific community, particularly in the fields of agronomy, soil science, and sustainable agriculture. By evaluating the combined effect of bio-NPK consortia and zinc on soybean growth and yield in Inceptisol soil, it offers practical insights into enhancing crop productivity using integrated nutrient management. The study demonstrates how biologically-based fertilizers, when paired with micronutrients like zinc, can improve nodulation, chlorophyll content, yield parameters, and ultimately, economic returns. These findings contribute to ongoing efforts to reduce dependence on chemical fertilizers and promote environmentally sustainable farming practices
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title of the article is informative and generally suitable, as it clearly states the key variables (Bio-NPK and Zinc), the crop studied (soybean), and the soil type (Inceptisol).
	

	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 of the article does a decent job summarizing the study, but it can be improved for comprehensiveness, clarity, and structure.
Areas for Improvement:

1. Lack of Objective Statement

2. Methods Could Be Summarized More Concisely
3. While it includes results, it would be more informative to clearly state which results were statistically significant
4. The abstract ends with results but doesn't explain their broader implications.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is largely scientifically correct, and it presents a well-structured agronomic experiment with clear objectives, methodology, data presentation, and analysis. However, some improvements in scientific clarity, depth of discussion, and completeness of supporting information would strengthen its value and reliability for the scientific community.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	More recent (post-2020) references from broader, peer-reviewed global research are missing,
Additional references:

· Reddy, D. D., & Rao, A. S. (2021). Integrated nutrient management in major cropping systems. Indian Journal of Fertilisers.

· Alloway, B. J. (2009). Soil factors associated with zinc deficiency in crops and humans. Environmental Geochemistry and Health, 31(5), 537–548.

· Marschner, H. (2012). Marschner's Mineral Nutrition of Higher Plants (3rd ed.). Academic Press. (Excellent for foundational understanding of micronutrient roles)

· Singh, U., Praharaj, C. S., Singh, S. S., & Kumar, A. (2020). Biofertilizer use in Indian agriculture: trends and constraints. Indian Journal of Agricultural Sciences, 90(12), 2363–2370.


	

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


	With careful editing, the language can be improved without changing the structure significantly.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The study has merit and practical relevance, but revisions are necessary, especially in language quality, depth of discussion, and reference quality, to make it suitable for scholarly publication.
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