Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	International Journal of Plant & Soil Science 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_IJPSS_138779

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Economic Evaluation of Mungbean (Vigna redita. L) Under Citrus (Citrus sps. L.) based Agri-horti System in Semi-arid Region of Prayagraj, India

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 economic evaluation of various fertilizer types—mineral, organic, biological, and their combinations—is particularly relevant under the current conditions of steadily increasing mineral fertilizer costs. Moreover, the study presents findings on the cultivation of mungbean (Vigna radiata L.) within citrus orchards in India, demonstrating the potential to enhance gross income by Rs. 118,483 per hectare under treatment T9.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article corresponds to the results presented.
	

	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.


	 I do not agree with the conclusion in the abstract : «Тhe findings underscore that INM not only enhances biological nitrogen fixation and crop productivity but also improves economic sustainability, making it a viable nutrient management approach for legume-based intercropping systems, particularly in citrus-based agri-horti models.», Because the article does not provide results demonstrating that mungbean, either in the 10-year-old citrus orchard or in the open field, enhances biological nitrogen fixation.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
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	Yes, the number of references is sufficient and up-to-date.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Remarks:
1. For a comprehensive evaluation of the efficiency of different fertilizer application variants (T1–T13) for mungbean (Vigna radiata L. Wilczek), both under a 10-year-old citrus orchard and in open field conditions, the experimental design should include a treatment with mungbean sown without any fertilizer application. In addition, the yield of the citrus orchard without mungbean intercropping should be provided. Including this variant in the experimental scheme would allow for a separate assessment of the impact of mungbean cultivation on the productivity of the 10-year-old citrus orchard.

2. In the conclusions of the article, the cultivation conditions should be compared, and it should be noted that growing mungbean in a 10-year-old citrus orchard can increase the gross income per hectare by 118,483 Rs., for example, in treatment T9.

I would like to express my sincere appreciation for the extensive work carried out by the authors in conducting this experiment and performing a significant volume of calculations.
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