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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.


	This manuscript provides valuable insights into the combined use of nano and conventional fertilizers, an emerging strategy for improving crop quality while potentially reducing environmental impact. By focusing on tomato cultivation under the specific agro-climatic conditions of the mid-hills of Himachal Pradesh, the study offers region-specific recommendations that can enhance sustainable agricultural practices. The findings contribute to the scientific understanding of nutrient use efficiency and its relationship to fruit quality, which is essential for meeting both productivity and quality demands in horticultural crops. This research also serves as a reference point for future work on precision fertilization strategies in similar agro-ecological zones.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Better to change upto some extent, every time putting of the word effect, influence looks boring. Try to improvise a bit. 
	

	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.


	Add the background sentence in the very first of abstract. Try to divide your abstract in background, methodology, results and conclusion part.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, but the references should be updated one. No more older than 2010 at all. 
	

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


	Need to check for Grammarly properly. Try to avoid typo and grammatical mistakes. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Better to revise each figure. The current figure are not much representatives. Try to add line graphs with lettering in each treatment. 
Improve the discussion part.

Avoid extra spacing in the lines.  
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