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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 publication includes a relevant field investigation on how not adding nutrients affects the nutrient levels in soil after growing maize.  It talks on the real-world problem of getting the most out of fertilizer, especially when it comes to applying nutrients evenly in cereal-based systems.  The findings from two years of field experiments are scientifically useful and can assist make nutritional recommendations for specific areas.  But its worth will go up a lot if the results are properly understood and spoken about in light of what is known throughout the world and in the area.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is broadly suitable, but a more precise version would be better.
	

	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 gives useful information, however it isn't clear and doesn't provide important numbers. It would be preferable to summarize the outcomes using real numbers, such which treatments led to an X% rise or reduction. The conclusion needs to stress how important the integrated treatment (T14) is for increasing the nutritional status of soil after harvest.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The experimental design, statistical treatment, and data presentation in the study are all scientifically sound.  The Discussion section, on the other hand, needs a lot of work.  It doesn't go into enough detail when analyzing the results, it doesn't compare well with other research, and it doesn't explain the variations seen between the two years.  There should be a clearer explanation of how nutrients interact and what this means for soil fertility in the long run.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most references are relevant and recent, but more global literature could be incorporated for a broader perspective.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	There are a lot of grammatical and syntactical mistakes in the document that make it hard to read.  Sentences are often overly lengthy or don't flow well.  To fulfill academic requirements, the language has to be completely revised.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Include comparative graphs to visually show changes in nutrient levels across treatments. Improve consistency in unit formatting (e.g., “kg ha⁻¹”). The conclusion should explicitly link findings to policy or practical recommendations for site-specific nutrient management. Add brief justification on how nutrient omission results relate to residual fertility for the subsequent crop.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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