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	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 reveals the importance of soybean cultivation under combine lime and split-dose phosphorus application. Treatment L2P2 showed highest P availability and crop performance, suggesting sustainable nutrient management and can guide similar practices in comparable agro-ecological regions.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is suitable, but a more concise and impactful alternative could be: Optimizing Lime and Split Phosphorus Application for Enhanced Soybean Yield and Phosphorus Availability.
	

	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 is generally comprehensive, clearly outlining the objective, methodology, and key findings. However, it would benefit from the inclusion of specific statistical outcomes (e.g., percentage yield increases or significance levels) to strengthen the impact of the results. Additionally, removing repetitive phrases and slightly condensing the conclusion could improve clarity and readability.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct, with well-structured methodology, data analysis, and supported conclusions. References was also good collection 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are generally sufficient and include several recent sources. however, adding more recent studies (after 2022) on phosphorus use efficiency and lime interactions in soybean or any other legumes could further strengthen the manuscript.


	

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


	The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication, 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study addressed the practical problem faced by soybean farming in acidic soil. Data presentation was very good; language was understandable. only minor addition of recent references is enough 
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