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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.


	1. The study demonstrates that thermochemically processed organic fertilizer (TOF) fortified with different zinc sources enhance the crop yield and nutritional quality.

2. TOF enriched with zinc improves the availability of nutrients in acidic and sandy soils.

3. The approach offers a scalable strategy for improving nutrient-use efficiency.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes 
	

	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.


	1. Yes, but the abstract is quite dense, with long and complex sentences; including so much methodological detail (all Zn sources, rates, RBD, etc.) may not be necessary in the abstract.

2. The performance values focus on only the best treatment (ZnEDTA at 500 mg/kg), with no comparative mention of the other treatments or control. This may mask overall trends or the practical significance of differences.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No TOF-Only or “Blank” Control and Zinc Only (Without TOF) Not Tested
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	Yes
	

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


	Yes 
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. There’s no mention of presenting ANOVA tables, F-statistic values, degrees of freedom, or p-values, all of which are crucial for transparency.

2. Boxplots, error bars, etc., are not provided
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