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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 is crucial for the scientific community as it presents comprehensive evidence on improving finger millet yields in legume-based cropping systems through conservation tillage and organic nutrients. It provides important insights into resource efficiency, enhancement of soil organic carbon, and water conservation in semi-arid regions. By showcasing significant increases in yield, economic advantages, and better soil health, the study advocates for climate-resilient and sustainable agricultural practices. These findings address a research gap in region-specific conservation agriculture and act as a practical resource for policymakers, agronomists, and farmers aiming to enhance productivity and sustainability in rainfed ecosystems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes — the title "Impact of Conservation Tillage and Organic Nutrient Sources on Finger Millet Performance in Legume-Based Cropping Systems" is suitable.
	

	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 already quite thorough, yet I have some recommendations to enhance its strength and ensure it aligns more closely with the standards of the journal: 

Strengths – 
· It effectively articulates the context and significance of the research. 
· It succinctly outlines the experimental setup, including location, duration, and treatments applied.
· It presents quantitative data for the principal findings, such as yield, soil organic carbon, water use efficiency, and associated costs. 
· It connects the findings to wider implications for sustainability. 
Suggestions for improvement -

· Clarify the main objective – Immediately following the opening sentence, clearly articulate the primary goal of the research (for instance, “The objective was to evaluate the combined effects of conservation tillage and organic nutrient sources on yield, soil health, and economic returns in finger millet within legume-based systems.”). 
· Streamline methodology details – Consider condensing the description of the field design slightly (for example, you might omit “split-plot design with three replications” unless it is a requirement of the journal guidelines for inclusion in the abstract) to create more space for discussing implications. 
· Highlight novelty – Incorporate a brief phrase that indicates what distinguishes this study. 
· Strengthen the conclusion – In the final sentence, include a broader perspective on application, such as “These findings offer actionable recommendations for the scaling of conservation agriculture in rainfed, smallholder farming systems.” 
· Minor wording refinement – Rather than saying “maintaining comparable yields,” you might express it as “achieving yields comparable to or exceeding those of conventional systems” to underscore the advantages.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound, the experimental design, methodology, and interpretation of results are appropriate and follow accepted scientific principles. Data presentation is clear, and conclusions are well supported by the findings. No major scientific inaccuracies were observed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list demonstrates good coverage of relevant literature; however, there are inconsistencies in formatting, including variations in author name presentation, journal title abbreviations, and DOI inclusion. Some references appear outdated given the topic’s recent developments, and a few lack complete citation details. It is recommended to:

· Standardize formatting according to the journal's reference style.

· Update references with recent publications (last 5 years) to reflect current research.

· Ensure all citations include complete details (authors, year, title, journal, volume, pages, DOI where applicable).


	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript requires minor to moderate language editing to meet the standards of scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments
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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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