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	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.


	It has shown to be an important manuscript for the scientific community, providing actual data on synergistic benefits derived from Rhizobium inoculation along with nano-nutrients and organic manure for pea (Pisum sativum L.) productivity enhancement under subtropical conditions. The validation of the efficacy of nano-nutrients along with biofertilizers contributes to precision agriculture and may open up further resource optimization in legume cultivation. These findings give more support to climate-smart farming practices by demonstrating that integrated nutrient management increases crop resilience and productivity in the new agro-ecosystems of the future with regard to global food security and sustainability objectives.
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	In fact: "In conventional pea cultivation systems, synthetic fertilizers are commonly used; however, there is interesting unexploited scope regarding sustainable biofertilizers-nano-nutrients integration in these sub-tropical regions." Thus, introducing proof to the innovation and practical relevance of the study upfront.
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	Randomized block design (RBD) is appropriate for field studies to minimize spatial variability.

Methodological clarifications on nano-NPK details needed

Statistical transparency (p-values, tests) details is required for scientific validation of the result 

Days after sowing (DAS) - repeatedly used in the body of the text. Once appreviated, no need to expand again.  
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