Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Biology & Biotechnology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JABB_138795

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Effect of zinc nutrition on productivity, quality and biofortification in potato (Solanum Tuberosum)

	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.


	This manuscript addresses a crucial aspect of sustainable agriculture—agronomic biofortification of potato through zinc application. As zinc deficiency is a widespread issue in both plants and human populations, particularly in South Asia, the study’s emphasis on zinc nutrition via soil and foliar pathways is highly relevant. Potatoes, being a staple crop in India and globally, offer a scalable vehicle for micronutrient enhancement. The research not only contributes to improved crop productivity but also aligns with the global agenda of combating “hidden hunger” through biofortification. It serves as a valuable addition to literature focused on agronomic interventions for nutrient-dense food production.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title of the article is suitable. But I would like to suggest another one i.e “Impact of Soil and Foliar Zinc Application on Yield, Quality, and Biofortification of Potato (Solanum tuberosum)”
	

	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 includes the objective, methodology, major findings, and economic evaluation, which is commendable. However, the following enhancements are recommended: Numerical data should be presented more clearly (e.g., "T7 recorded the highest tuber yield of 26.86 t/ha"), the economic impact should be summarized more concisely (e.g., net returns and B:C ratio) and language clarity can be improved, especially in the phrase structure
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically valid and methodologically well-designed. The randomized block design with three replications is appropriate for field experiments. Data on yield components, growth metrics, and economic returns are thoroughly presented, also, the use of multiple zinc application strategies allows for clear differentiation of treatment effects. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The cited references are pertinent and encompass current research (up to 2024), addressing both agronomic and nutritional dimensions. The referenced literature consists of reputable journals and encompasses both Indian and international perspectives.
	

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


	The manuscript is readable but would benefit from moderate to significant language editing such as numerous grammatical issues, repetition of phrases and overly long sentences, improve scientific tone in several places to make it more concise and formal
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