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	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 offers valuable insights into the integration of organic and inorganic nutrient sources for sustainable rice cultivation. By optimizing Jeevamrutha fermentation and application rates alongside reduced chemical fertilizers, it highlights a viable strategy to enhance microbial activity and improve crop performance. The findings support eco-friendly farming practices and contribute to ongoing research in integrated nutrient management (INM). This study is especially relevant for scientists and policymakers aiming to reduce chemical inputs while maintaining high productivity in staple crops like rice.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	"Optimizing Jeevamrutha Fermentation and Application Rates for Enhanced Microbial Activity and Sustainable Rice Production"
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract of the article is largely comprehensive and well-structured. It effectively includes the objective, methodology, key findings, and conclusion/recommendation, making it informative and suitable for a scientific manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct overall. It presents a well-designed experiment and draws reasonable conclusions based on sound methodology and established scientific principles. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are relevant, scientifically credible, and largely sufficient to support the study’s background, methodology, and discussion. Many key works, such as those by Palekar (2006) on natural farming and Devakumar et al. (2014) on Jeevamrutha's microbial activity, are appropriately cited.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article is generally suitable for scholarly communication, but there is room for minor refinement to enhance clarity, conciseness, and academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	General Comments on the Manuscript

This manuscript presents a well-structured and scientifically sound study that explores the optimization of Jeevamrutha fermentation and application rates in combination with reduced chemical fertilizers (RDF) and Beejamrutha seed treatment for sustainable rice cultivation. The topic is timely and highly relevant, particularly in the context of promoting eco-friendly and integrated nutrient management (INM) practices in agriculture.

The experimental design (RBD with ten treatments and three replications) is appropriate and ensures data reliability.

  The manuscript is supported by quantitative data, covering multiple growth stages and yield attributes.

 It addresses a practical issue in Indian agriculture — reducing chemical inputs without compromising yield.

 The combination of traditional knowledge (Jeevamrutha and Beejamrutha) with scientific evaluation offers a unique contribution to natural and organic farming literature.

  The findings align with national and global goals of sustainable agriculture, soil health restoration, and reduced environmental impact.
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