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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 is relevant to sustainable agriculture, especially in enhancing legume productivity through integrated nutrient management. I appreciate the clarity of the findings and the practical application. It addresses both soil health and crop yield, which are key for food security. However, minor improvements in data presentation would strengthen it further.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and reflects the content well.
	

	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 clear and well-structured. No major additions needed, but rephrasing for conciseness in parts (e.g., shortening background info) could help.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound with appropriate methodology and valid conclusions. The use of RBD, proper statistical replication, and clear treatment descriptions support its reliability. Results are consistent and backed by relevant citations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references are recent and relevant. No urgent need for additions.
	

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


	The English is generally good. Minor grammatical edits and sentence flow improvements would enhance readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Well-structured manuscript.

· Practical relevance is high.

· Figures and tables are useful but could be better formatted.

· Methodology is clear and replicable.

· Results and discussion are well-linked to previous studies.
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