Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Soil Science and Plant Nutrition

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJSSPN_139505

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Agronomic and Economic Performance of Finger Millet (Eleusine coracana) Under Varying nutrient management regimes in North-Western Himalayas

	Type of the Article
	Original 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 is of significant value to the scientific community as it deals with agronomic and economic feasibility of finger millet under various nutrient management schedules in the North-Western Himalayas. This study fills an important information void because very little has been documented on integrated nutrient management interventions for finger millet in the study area despite its nutritional significance and role in improving food security. Through careful comparison of organic, inorganic, and INM, the present study offers robust evidence on how precise nutrient combinations can optimize productivity, profitability, and sustainability for smallholder farmers. The results present useful recommendations, which could help in developing policy, extension work and future research for reviving and sustainable intensification of finger millet production in marginal agricultural lands.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	"Agronomic and Economic Performance of Finger Millet (Eleusine coracana) Under Varying Nutrient Management Regimes in North-Western Himalayas" is the title as of right now. The research's primary focus—the agronomic and economic assessment of finger millet under various nutrient management techniques in a particular area—is clearly and descriptively reflected in the title. It specifies the geographic focus and uses the crop's common and scientific names in accordance with standard agronomy journal conventions. “Integrated Nutrient Management Effects on Yield and Profitability of Finger Millet (Eleusine coracana) in the North-Western Himalayas" is an alternate name.
	

	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.


	Strengths: 

· The goal, study design, setting, methodology, key findings, and conclusion are all covered in the abstract.

· It provides an overview of the main conclusions, including the economic analysis and the best-performing treatments.

Improvement suggestions: 

· As advised by agronomy journals, the abstract should be shorter and organized as a single paragraph.
· In the abstract, briefly describe the different types of treatments (e.g., "various combinations of organic, inorganic, and biofertilizer inputs") rather than listing all treatment codes.

· The abstract's methodology section could be condensed.

· Without going into too much detail, the results should highlight the most important discoveries, such as the top-performing treatments and their effects on yield and economics.

· The practical implications for farmers in the area should be stated explicitly in the conclusion..

Suggested revision:

The abstract should briefly state the objective, main methods (randomized block design, nine nutrient management treatments), key results (which treatments gave highest yield and returns), and the main conclusion (recommendation for sustainable finger millet cultivation in the region.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The manuscript adheres to accepted experimental and statistical practices for agronomic research and is of a sound scientific basis.

· ANOVA, replication, and randomized block design are all appropriate.

· Supporting information and statistical significance are included with the results.

· The discussion is in line with what is currently known about integrated nutrient management in finger millet and is backed up by recent research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and include both foundational and recent studies (2021–2025) on finger millet and nutrient management. Some references are very recent, which strengthens the manuscript’s relevance. To further improve, consider inclusion of the following recent and relevant references:

· "Optimizing Productivity and Resource Use Efficiency under a Finger Millet System" (2024).
· "Bundled management practices for enhanced Finger millet productivity" (2025).
· "Can site-specific nutrient management improve the productivity and profitability of finger millet?" (2024).
	

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


	· The language is largely clear and appropriate for scholarly communication.

· Some sentences are lengthy and could be simplified for better readability.

· Minor grammatical corrections and improved flow in the abstract and discussion sections are recommended.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript addresses an important topic for sustainable agriculture in marginal environments.

· The experimental design and data analysis are appropriate.

· The practical recommendations for farmers are valuable.

· Consider condensing the abstract and improving clarity in some sections for a stronger impact.

· Adding a plain language summary, as required by some journals, could further enhance accessibility.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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