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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 study highlights the significant role of integrated nutrient management (INM) in enhancing the growth and seed yield of cowpea (Vigna unguiculata L.) variety Pusa Komal under the agro-climatic conditions of Balaghat, Madhya Pradesh. 
· By evaluating the performance of different nutrient combinations, the research demonstrates that both the recommended dose of fertilizers (RDF) and its combination with vermicompost can effectively improve key growth parameters and yield attributes.
· The above combination is reported to have both yield and economic benefit in the variety.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is short, relevant and reflects the motive of the research
	

	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 clear and nicely summarizes the methods and main results. However, It might be even stronger if it briefly mentioned why Pusa Komal was chosen for this particular study location, and what makes the study important overall.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript clearly and concisely describes the effect of different combinations of nutrient treatments with their reasons.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some of the (around 5 out of 17) are very outdated and are requested to update after 2015 to show the importance of the study in the current situations. The authors can add a few more good references to support their study strongly.
	

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

	The language is average, and can be improved better for academic publication.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The results are well-organized and clearly shown in the tables under agronomic and economic parameters. However, in the description section, the treatment names seem to be mixed up, which could confuse readers. Also, in the conclusion, the authors accidentally mention that the study is on okra instead of the actual crop — probably just a slip, but it’s a big one and definitely needs fixing.
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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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