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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.


	This manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community as it offers practical and research-backed insights into managing maize production in acidic soils, a common challenge in many tropical and subtropical regions. By systematically evaluating the combined effects of phosphorus, boron, and lime, the study provides clear evidence on how these amendments can improve nutrient uptake, grain quality, and economic returns. The findings not only help in refining nutrient management strategies but also contribute to sustainable agriculture by addressing soil health and crop productivity simultaneously. Such research is essential for guiding both policy decisions and field-level practices in resource-constrained farming systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, title of the article 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 of the article is largely comprehensive, as it clearly outlines the problem of soil acidity, the experimental setup, key treatments and the major findings related to maize productivity, nutrient uptake and economic outcomes. It could benefit from a minor improvement in structure. While it mentions the significant interactions and highlights the best-performing treatment, it omits some essential details such as the location of the study, the year it was conducted, and the specific soil characteristics, which are important for contextual understanding. Including a brief mention of the experimental site (Palampur, India) and the soil type (Typic Hapludalf) would enhance the clarity and relevance for readers from similar agro-ecological zones. The conclusion could be slightly expanded to reflect the broader implications of the study for sustainable agriculture and long-term soil health management. No deletions are necessary, but a few of these thoughtful additions would make the abstract even more informative and impactful.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and well-structured. It presents a clear hypothesis, uses a standard experimental design (randomized complete block design with replication) and applies appropriate agronomic treatments that are relevant to the research problem. The methodology is sound, with detailed descriptions of nutrient applications, sampling and analytical procedures, which ensures reproducibility. The results are logically presented and supported by statistical analysis, with meaningful interpretation backed by existing literature. The discussion effectively connects the observed data with known physiological and soil chemical mechanisms, adding credibility to the conclusions. The manuscript maintains scientific rigor and aligns with accepted research standards in soil science and agronomy.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and include several recent studies, especially from 2021 and 2025, showing good awareness of current research. Adding a few internationally recognized studies or recent reviews on nutrient interactions in acid soils could enhance the manuscript’s global relevance. Including references on the long-term effects of lime and micronutrients in tropical systems would also support the sustainability claims made in the conclusion.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication, with only minor improvements needed for clarity in a few places.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a highly relevant issue in sustainable agriculture and provides practical recommendations that can directly benefit farmers in acid soil regions. The use of both agronomic and economic analysis strengthens the study's applicability. Including a brief discussion on potential environmental impacts or long-term soil health benefits could further enrich the manuscript. Overall, it is a valuable contribution to soil fertility and crop management research.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Kiran Kotyal, University of Agricultural Sciences Bangalore, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

