Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Biology & Biotechnology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JABB_137745

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Effect of nutrient management on soil properties of Indian mustard (Brassica juncea L.)

	Type of the Article
	Research 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 manuscript addresses integrated nutrient management, a critical topic for sustainable agriculture.
The study provides valuable insights into nutrient management for mustard.

It clearly describes the split-plot design, replications, and treatment combinations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	NThe title is too broad.
I suggest “Integrated Nutrient Management Enhances Soil Fertility in Indian Mustard (Brassica juncea L.) under Semi-Arid Conditions” as the title.
	

	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.


	No. There is a need to include justification for the study; why did the authors carry out this experiment? The reason for applying 100% and 125% of the recommended dose, along with the addition of micronutrients and soil amendments, should be explained.
The number of replication and plot size are missing.

At what level of significance was the result obtained in statistical analysis?
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but some vital information is missing.
Applying 125% NPKS may raise economic/environmental concerns. How economically feasible is this study?
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Citations for many sentences are missing in the introductory part.
The references are not sufficient.

Author(s) should cite references from the past 3–5 years or include a secondary reference where necessary.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	There is a need to improve the grammar in the abstract, result and discussion and conclusion parts.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Author(s) should discuss sustainability implications the treatments especially 125% NPKS plus other nutrients.
Author(s) should Specify fertilizer sources (e.g., urea, DAP) and provide crop variety, seeding rate, nutrient application timing, and soil type in the material and method. The discussion is too scanty; compare the results with previous studies. Merely listing studies with similar results is not enough. Mention the statistical models or software used. he conclusion is not clear and needs improvement.
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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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