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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.


	This manuscript addresses an important and relevant topic on the effect of lime, boron, and organic amendments on cauliflower yield in acidic soils, which is of practical significance for improving soil fertility and productivity in marginal areas such as Keonjhar district, Odisha. The findings contribute to the understanding of soil management practices and can support sustainable agriculture in similar agroecological zones. The study has potential to benefit both the scientific community and policymakers in designing site-specific nutrient management strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and clearly reflects the content of the paper.
	

	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 generally comprehensive; however, it would benefit from a clearer articulation of the study objectives, a concise description of the methodology, and more precise presentation of the key findings and implications. Some redundant phrases could also be eliminated to improve clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and technically correct in terms of experimental design and data presentation. Nevertheless, the discussion could be strengthened by linking the findings more explicitly to previous literature and explaining the mechanisms behind the observed results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant but could be updated with more recent studies published in the last 5 years to enhance the scholarly rigor of the work.
	

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


	The quality of English needs improvement to meet scholarly communication standards. Issues such as sentence structures, grammatical errors, and redundancy should be addressed to improve readability and clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript has merit but would benefit from a minor revision to improve the abstract, discussion, and language quality. The study's practical implications could also be better highlighted in the conclusion section.
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