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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 study contributes valuable insights into the optimization of fertilizer application and planting time for rat tail radish, an underutilized crop with niche culinary and nutritional significance. The findings are particularly relevant for regions with similar agro-climatic conditions, as they can inform better cultivation practices to maximize yield, improve quality, and enhance economic returns. Furthermore, this research supports the sustainable intensification of vegetable production, which is a priority in food security and rural livelihood development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the content of the manuscript.
	

	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 generally comprehensive. However, it can be improved by briefly mentioning the experimental design (factorial RBD) and sample size for context. Also, consider reducing redundant expressions like "under the investigation, we have selected..." to make it more concise.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design, statistical analysis, and interpretation of results are appropriate. However, some areas, such as justification of fertilizer levels and their ecological implications, could be expanded to add scientific depth.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely appropriate and include both classic and recent studies. A few more references from the past 5 years focusing on nutrient management in lesser-known vegetable crops or similar climate zones could enhance the literature review.
	

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


	The language is understandable, but the manuscript would benefit from moderate English editing. Some grammatical errors, repetition, and awkward phrasing need revision for clarity and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	 The introduction is informative but quite lengthy. Consider summarizing background information more concisely.

 Figures or graphical representation of the key findings (e.g., yield, economics) would improve visual understanding.

 The conclusion section could better highlight the practical implications of the study.
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