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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 holds significance for the scientific community as it addresses the impact of integrated nutrient management (INM) on the growth, yield, and soil chemical properties of turmeric, an economically important spice crop with both nutritional and medicinal value. 

· The study contributes to the growing body of evidence on how combining organic and inorganic nutrient sources can enhance crop productivity while improving soil health, which is crucial for sustainable agriculture. 

· By providing location-specific data from Karnal conditions, it offers practical insights for farmers, researchers, and extension workers in similar agro-climatic zones. 
	

	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.


	I suggest to delete the introductory content in the abstract and focus on the background, objective, methods, experimental findings and conclusion of your research within 250 words. The abstract should be concise along with 4-5 keywords.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically relevant and based on a valid experimental approach; however, it is not fully correct in its present form due to several methodological gaps, data inconsistencies, and unclear calculations. Complete soil analysis procedures, and precise experimental plot dimensions are missing. There is also a notable numerical inconsistency in the available potassium value for one treatment (Table 5) and questionable NUE values that require rechecking. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient.
	

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


	The writing occasionally shifts between informal and formal tone, which reduces readability. To meet scholarly standards, the manuscript requires thorough language polishing, including grammar correction and sentence restructuring for clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Scientific Clarity
· Lack of a clear hypothesis/research question: The manuscript does not explicitly state a formal hypothesis or a specific research question; it only presents a broad aim to study the effect of integrated nutrient management.

· Disorganized Abstract: The abstract contains redundant wording, omits key experimental details (location, season, replication, treatment structure), and lacks clear, concise presentation of purpose, methods, quantitative key results, and a moderated conclusion.

· Incorrect citation style: Many in-text citations mention full author names; standard scholarly style uses surname and year only (e.g., Kumar et al., 2020).

Methodology Lacks Detail
· Location, season, and agro-climatic conditions are not clearly stated in the abstract and are insufficiently highlighted in the Methods section.

· Fertilizer rates (RDF) are given without units (kg ha⁻¹) and without specifying sources (e.g., urea, SSP, MOP).

Inconsistent Use of Figures and Tables
· Tables lack consistent units, decimal alignment, and explanatory footnotes for abbreviations.

· Some data (e.g., Available K in Table 5 for T10) appear inconsistent with the text and may be due to data-entry errors.

Language and Grammar
· Multiple grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and inconsistent tense usage reduce clarity.

· Redundant expressions and overly long sentences appear frequently; the manuscript would benefit from thorough language editing.

· Examples: “Both, summers & winters are generally harsh to hold” should be “Both summers and winters are generally extreme.”

Terminology and Scientific Naming: Units (t ha⁻¹, kg ha⁻¹) are inconsistently applied or missing in several places.

Discussion Lacks Critical Depth
· The discussion often repeats results instead of interpreting them in light of mechanisms or recent studies.

· Limited reference to recent (2018–2023) literature on turmeric nutrient management.

· No consideration of potential limitations (single season, single location) or environmental implications of INM practices.

Conclusion
· The conclusion overstates recommendations without noting study limitations; it should be moderated and supported by data.

· No citations are included in the conclusion despite making general claims.

Reference Formatting
· Inconsistent reference style: journal names, volumes, issues, and page ranges are variably formatted; some references are missing essential details.

· Ensure uniform formatting according to journal guidelines and cross-check that all cited works appear in the reference list.

Overall Recommendation: A major revision is required to address methodological gaps, data inconsistencies, incomplete statistical reporting, language and formatting issues, and to strengthen the interpretation of results. Only after these corrections can the manuscript be considered for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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