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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.


	The study shows that 70 kg/ha of phosphorus boosts garlic growth, yield, and profit, offering useful guidance for sustainable cultivation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is suitable but can be improved for clarity and conciseness. A better alternative is:
"Optimizing Phosphorus Levels to Enhance Garlic Yield and Quality in Balaghat, Madhya Pradesh."

	

	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 informative but can be improved for clarity and conciseness. It should better highlight the objective, summarize methods more briefly, and clearly present key findings and the main conclusion. A more focused summary would improve readability and impact.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	T3 is mislabeled multiple times in the Results section as having 110 kg N/ha, which contradicts the actual experimental design and tables.
Similar results were also reported…” repeated. Vary phrasing. 
Tense inconsistency. Use consistent past tense, clear phrasing.
Too long phrase: “Helped to the translocation…” Fragment.
Correct “statically analysis”
The use of a microbial consortium is not justified because it was not tested.

Aspects Missing: Physiological basis for traits, role of phosphorus in metabolism, explanation for diminishing returns, soil-nutrient interactions, rutrient uptake and translocation logic. Rrewrite the Discussion section with stronger scientific content.
Degwale, A., Dechassa, N., & Gedamu, F. (2016) intead of Fikreyohannes-Gedamu, 
“Journal of Soil Sciences and Agricultural Engineering”

Chopra, R. N., & Chopra, I. C. (2006).instead of Chopra, K. N., Chopra, I. C., Handa, K. L. and Kapur, L. D. (1958). 

nhb.gov.in/statistics/2020-21 is not accessible.

Non-standard formatting.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is adequate but needs more recent and modern sources to support current scientific standards.
Suggested refrences:

Kumari, A. (2024). Effect of Inorganic, Organic and Biofertilizers on Growth and Yield of Garlic (Allium sativum L.) cv. Yamuna Safed-4 (G-323). Yamuna Safed-4 (G-323)(October 05, 2024).

Ali, A., Niu, G., Masabni, J., Ferrante, A., & Cocetta, G. (2024). Integrated nutrient management of fruits, vegetables, and crops through the use of biostimulants, soilless cultivation, and traditional and modern approaches—A mini review. Agriculture, 14(8), 1330.
Fageria, N. K., & Oliveira, J. P. (2014). Nitrogen, phosphorus and potassium interactions in upland rice. Journal of Plant Nutrition, 37(10), 1586-1600.
	

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


	No, the language and English quality of the article are not fully suitable for scholarly communication in its current form.

“Garlic treated with... shows better plant height” → should be “showed” (past tense)
“helped to the translocation” → should be “helped the translocation” or “facilitated”
Avoid redundancies. The same fertilizer doses are repeated word-for-word.
Phrases like “statistically at par with” and “The balance of nutrients from NPK…” are overused.

Many long, poorly punctuated sentences. Rewrite : “This may be due to vigour of plant and a greater number of fruits by the combined application the availability of macronutrients…”
Mixed use of “fruits” and “bulbs” for garlic is confusing.

"Neck thickness" is informal; "diameter" is standard in agronomy.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is relevant but needs major revisions:
poor English, inconsistent treatment labeling, weak scientific discussion, an inaccurate conclusion, and outdated or improperly formatted references.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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